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Pusuic Law 601, 79TH CoNnGrReEss 


The legislation under which the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities operates is Public Law 601, 79th Congress [1946], chapter 
753, 2d session, which provides: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, * * * 


PART 2—RULES OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Rute X 


SEC. 121. STANDING COMMITTEES 


* * * * * 
18. Committee on Un-American Activities, to consist of nine Members. 


Rute XI 


POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES 


* * * * * 
yy (1) Committee on Un-American Activities. 
A) Un-American activities. 

(2) The Committee on Un-American Activities, as a whole or by subcommit- 
tee, is authorized to make from time to time investigations of (i) the extent, 
character, and objects of un-American propaganda activities in the United States, 
(ii) the diffusion within the United States of subversive and un-American propa- 
ganda that is instigated from foreign countries or of a domestic origin and attacks 
the principle of the form of government as guaranteed by our Constitution, and 
(iii) all other questions in relation thereto that would aid Congress in any necessary 
remedial legislation. 

The Committee on Un-American Activities shall report to the House (or to the 
Clerk of the House if the House is not in session) the results of any such investi- 
gation, together with such recommendations as it deems advisable. 

For the purpose of any such investigation, the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit and act at such 
times and places within the United States, whether or not the House is sitting, 
has recessed, or has adjourned, to hold such hearings, to require the attendance 
of such witnesses and the production of such books, papers, and documents, and 
to take such testimony, as it deems necessary. Subpenas may be issued under 
the signature of the chairman of the committee or any subcommittee, or by any 
member designated by any such chairman, and may be served by any person 
designated by any such chairman or member. 


* * * * * * * 
Rute XII 
LEGISLATIVE OVERSIGHT BY STANDING COMMITTEES 


Sec. 136. To assist the Congress in appraising the administration of the laws 
and in developing such amendments or related legislation as it may deem neces- 
sary, each standing committee of the Senate and the House of Representatives 
shall exercise continuous watchfulness of the execution by the administrative 
agencies concerned of any laws, the subject matter of which is within the jurisdic- 
tion of such committee; and, for that purpose, shall study all pertinent reports 
and data submitted to the Congress by the agencies in the executive branch of 
the Government. 


Vv 


RULES ADOPTED BY THE 86TH CONGRESS 
House Resolution 7, January 7, 1959 
* * 
Rute X 


STANDING COMMITTEES 


1. There shall be elected by the House, at the commencement of each Con- 


gress, 
* * * * * 


(q) Committee on Un-American Activities, to consist of nine Members. 
* * * * 


Rute XI 


POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES 


* * * * * 

18. Committee on Un-American Activities. 

(a) Un-American activities. 

(b) The Committee on Un-American Activities, as a whole or by subcommittee, 
is authorized to make from time to time investigations of (1) the extent, char- 
acter, and objects of un-American peaptenate activities in the United States, 


(2) the diffusion within the United States of subversive and un-American prop- 
aganda that is instigated from foreign countries or of a domestic origin and 
attacks the principle of the form of government as guaranteed by our Constitu- 
tion, and (3) all other questions in relation thereto that would aid Congress 
in any necessary remedial legislation. 

The Committee on Un-American Activities shall report to the House (or to the 
Clerk of the House if the House is not in session) the results of any such investi- 
gation, together with such recommendations as it deems advisable. 

For the purpose of any such investigation, the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit and act at such times 
and places within the United States, whether or not the House is sitting, has 
recessed, or has adjourned, to hold such hearings, to require the attendance 
of such witnesses and the production of such books, papers, and documents, and 
to take such testimony, as it deems necessary. Subpenas may be issued under 
the signature of the chairman of the committee or any subcommittee, or by any 
member designated by any such chairman, and may be served by any person 
designated by any such chairman or member. 

* * * * 


* * 

26. To assist the House in appraising the administration of the laws and in 
developing such amendments or related legislation as it may deem necessary, 
each standing committee of the House shall exercise continuous watchfulness 
of the execution by the administrative agencies concerned of any laws, the subject 
matter of which is within the jurisdiction of such committee; and, for that 
purpose, shall study all pertinent reports and data submitted to the House by 
the agencies in the executive branch of the Government. 
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SYNOPSIS 


The operations of both the KGB (Committee of State Security) 
and the GRU, the Soviet military intelligence service, are portrayed 
by Petr S. Deriabin, a former officer of the Soviet secret police who 
defected to the West in 1954, in the accompanying testimony. The 
KGB, in addition to being responsible for carrying out foreign espio- 
nage for the Soviet Union, is also charged with protecting the 
U.S.S.R.’s internal security. As part of this latter function, it guards 
and maintains surveillance over the top Soviet leaders. 

There are approximately 16,000 officers in the KGB who are as- 
signed not only to provide physical security to the leaders of the 
Soviet Government but also to maintain a surveillance over them, 
Deriabin stated. 

He described the luxury and debauchery of the private lives of the 
top leaders of the Soviet Government and pointed out the intrigue 
and distrust which pervades their relationships. 

The foreign section of the Soviet civilian espionage service 
(KGB), consisting of 3,000 officers in headquarters in Moscow and 
about 15,000 officers around the world, “is responsible for espionage 
and counterespionage abroad; also for surveilling Soviet and satellite 
citizens who travel abroad; and is responsible for carrying out oc- 
casional assassinations, kidnaping, blaskmetl, and similar activities.” 
Deriabin stated. 


He continued: 


Soviet intelligence most of the time is using methods like 
blackmail, bribery, and they include prisoners of war who 
spend some time inside the Soviet Union. They are using 
immigrants. Sometimes they send as or to another 
country their own citizens to make some kind of spy net- 
work. Actually, they are working in two ways. They use 
legal channels and illegal channels and foreign missions 
and exchange groups, too. 

For instance, when the Soviet delegation is going abroad, 
it always includes some intelligence or counterintelligence 
officers. 

For instance, in 1957 there was a Soviet delegation, a con- 
struction delegation in the United States, which includes one 
Soviet intelligence officer whose name is Major Zagorsky, 
who was a member of that Soviet delegation. When the 
Moiseyev dancers were here, Lieutenant Colonel Aleksandr 
Aleksandrovich Kudriavtsev was a member of the Moiseyev 
dancers who is working for Soviet intelligence for man 
years, and he is a colonel. Both of them were working wit 
me in Moscow while I was there. 

Another example was in 1956, when the Soviet religious 
delegation was here, the Soviet Orthodox Church. The chief 
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of that was Archbishop Nikolai. He is not a member of 
KGB, but he is an agent of KGB since World War II, who 
gives information to KGB. KGB is asking him and he is 
giving information. He is actually an agent. 


In addition to the civilian foveign espionage service (KGB), there 
is also the military foreign intelligence service (GRU) which has 
many more agents than does the civilian foreign espionage service, 
Deriabin asserted. 

With reference to the methods used by these two foreign espionage 
operations of the Soviet Government, Deriabin stated: 


The first thing is blackmail and bribery and Communist 
sympathies, Communist sympathizers, and using methods 
of provocation. This is the general method. 

* * * * * 


I would say they use open code, secret writing, couriers, 
contacts with legal residents, by radio and through agents 
whom they send to take information. 

* * * * * 


Of course, they are working through other branches, such 
as the diplomatic, press, Intourist, commercial relations, 
scientific and professional groups, and cultural exchanges. 
Every possibility they use for their intelligence work. 


After describing the many branches of the Soviet secret police 
organizations operating against the people themselves in the Soviet 
Union, Deriabin concluded : 


Moscow is the headquarters of the Soviet secret police. 
Each Soviet Republic has another headquarters. In each 
region and district they have a branch of the KGB in Soviet 
life, I would say economical, cultural, and political life inside 
the Soviet Union watched over by some kind of directorate 
which is under KGB. 

If it is cultural life, it is under the political directorate; 
the economical life to the economical directorate, and the 
military life to military directorate. They are taking care 
of all the people. They are working through sources and 
agents. 

Cavedy Soviet office, every Soviet collective farm, every 
factory, has a representative of KGB who has his own agents 
in the factory, in the office, and everywhere. There are so 
many agents and sources who are working for the KGB, in 
every Soviet apartment building and everywhere. You can 
find them everywhere. 

I would say, in general, about every 15 persons in the 
Soviet Union are covered by 1 source or 1 agent inside the 
Soviet Union—an informer. 
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THE KREMLIN’S ESPIONAGE AND TERROR 
ORGANIZATIONS 


Testimony of Petr S. Deriabin, Former Officer of the USS.Rs 
Committee of State Security (KGB) 


U.S. House or Representatives, 
Commirree ON Un-AMERICAN ACTIVITIES, 
Washington, D.C. 


The committee met in executive session, pursuant to call, in room 
226, House Office Building, Hon. Francis E. Walter (chairman) 
presiding. 

Committee member present: Representative Francis E. Walter, of 
Pennsylvania. 

Staff member present: Richard Arens, staff director. 

The Cuarrman. May we come to order. 

Will you raise your right hand, please? Do you swear the testi- 
mony you are about to give in the matter now pending will be the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Dertasin. Yes, I do. 


TESTIMONY OF PETR S. DERIABIN, A FORMER OFFICER OF THE 
SOVIET COMMITTEE OF STATE SECURITY 


The Cuarrman. May the record today reflect that the witness who 
is about to testify has been the subject of careful, thorough checking 
by the Committee on Un-American Activities with appropriate secu- 
rity agencies of the Government of the United States, and found to be 
thoroughly reliable, trustworthy, and in all respects bona fide with 
respect to his background and the experiences which he shall now 
relate for the first time for public revelation. 

Before proceeding, I might say that, moreover, it is the informa- 
tion of this committee from unimpeachable intelligence sources in this 
Government that, over the course of the last 5 years, the witness who 
is about to testify has rendered to the Government of the United 
States, via intelligence and other appropriate agencies of the Govern- 
ment, invaluable services, 

Now, Mr. Arens, you may proceed. 

Mr, Arens. Kindly state your full name. 

Mr. Dertanrn. My name is Petr Sergeyeviv Deriabin. 

Mr. Arens. Where and when were you born ? 

Mr. Dertasrn. I was born in the U.S.S.R. in Siberia, a small village 
named Lokot, in 1921—February 21, 1921. 

Mr. Arens. Now, would you kindly give us just a brief word about 
your early life prior to the time that you reached adulthood ? 

87927°—59—2 3 
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Mr. Dertanrn. My parents were peasants until 1930's, In the 1930's 
they were forced to the collective farms. My father died in 1936 and 
my mother died in 1941. 

I graduated from the Soviet Teachers Institute after 2 years. I 
was working as a teacher from 1937 until 1939. In 1939 I was called 
into the Soviet Army, where I spent from 1939 until 1944. In that 
time I was 

Mr. Arens. In what capacity did you serve in the Soviet Army? 

Mr. Dertanty. In the Soviet Army I was in the first year Deputy 
Chief Political Commissar in the Sergeants School, noncommissioned 
officers’ school, and then I was secretary in the Komsomol (Communist 
Youth League). 

Mr. Arens. What was that school ? 

Mr. Derrasty. Before I was in school I was Deputy Political Com- 
missar. Then I was assigned to, and was secretary of, the Youth Com- 
munist League in my regiment—in my infantry regiment. 

Mr. Arens. How long did you serve in that capacity 4 

Mr. Dertasin. For 1 year. 

Mr. Arens. Then what was your next assignment? 

Mr. Derrasry. The next assignment was when World War II 
started, and at that time I was in the war from 1941 until 1944. At 
that time I was deputy chief of Materiel Company on the Stalingrad 
front and the Ukrainian front, and then I was assistant to the chief of 
staff of a regiment. 

During the war I was wounded four times, and then through the 
party committee of my division, by order and by myself, I joined 
the Counter-Intelligence School in Moscow. It was in April 1944. 

In that school I spent 1 year, until April 1945. Since 1945 and 
1947 I was working as case officer in the headquarters of the counter- 
intelligence in Moscow. 

Mr. Arens. Then what was your next assignment after 1947? 

Mr. Derrasin. In the same year, 1947, I spent a few months in, I 
would say, the MVD; in the State of Altai. I was in that provincial 
MVD office as a case officer and chief of the surveillance group. 

Mr. Arrns. When did that service in that capacity terminate? 

Mr. Derranin. It was over in February 1947. 

Mr. Arexs. Would you kindly tell us your next assignment? 

Mr, Derrapin, The next assignment was since, I would say, March 
1947, until April 1952, I was working in the Guard Directorate of the 
Soviet secret police. 

Mr. Arens. Where were you stationed ? 

Mr. Dertanin. The station was in Moscow. 

Mr. Arens. What were your particular duties ? 

Mr. Derranrn. My duty was I was 1 year case officer and in the 
second year senior case oflicer and deputy chief of subsection and 
chief of subsection in that Guard Directorate. Actually the work 
was I was checking the people and officers who were working for 
the Guard Directorate. Actually, that Guard Directorate was taking 
care of guarding Soviet leaders, members of the Central Committee 
of the government. 

Mr. Arens. What was your next assignment ? 


1 Ministry of Internal Affairs (secret police agency), which was then responsfble for the 
internal security of the Soviet Union. 


j 

1 

j 

a 
8 
ti 
I 
it 
te 
le 
a 
ti 
tl 
h 
tr 
ea 
of 
D 
af 
D 
of 
MG 
mes 
ami 


THE KREMLIN’S ESPIONAGE AND TERROR ORGANIZATIONS 5 


Mr. Dertantn. From April 1952 until September 1953 I was work- 
ing in the Austrian-German section, for the Soviet Intelligence 
Directorate. 

Mr. Arens. Where were you stationed ? 

Mr. Derraptn. The station was in Moscow, too. 

In September 1953, I was assigned to Vienna and was working as 
intelligence officer in the Soviet MGB? station in Vienna. 

Mr. Arens. Then tell us in a word, please, sir, what transpired 
next in your life, 

Mr. Dertasrn. I was in Vienna until February 15, 1954. I decided 
on that day, February 15, 1954, I went to American headquarters in 
Vienna and asked for asylum. 

Mr. Arens. Tell us in a word what happened next. 

Mr. Dertasrn. I spent a few days in the American Zone in Austria 
in asking them permission to go to the United States, because they 
asked me what I would like to do and what I am going to do. First 
I asked them about political asylum. They gave me, I would say, 
about 10 days or 2 weeks, then I arrived in the United States and was 
since, I would say, February 28, 1954, I leave for United States. 

Mr. Arens. Now would you kindly proceed at your own pace to 
tell us about the Okhrana,? its size, responsibilities, and its methods. 
First of all, what is the Okhrana?/ 

Mr. Derranin. Okhrana is actually the secret service of the Soviet 
State Security, and is responsibile for guarding its leaders against 
the people. The size—I would say the exact number of officers work- 
ing there in 1953 was 16,000 officers. Actually, the Guard Direc- 
torate is just in Moscow, because they are especially to guard the 
leaders of government, 

Mr. Arens. And a word about its methods? 

Mr. DertaBin. Well, they are guarding physically, armed and un- 
armed civilians, the people. They carry out surveillance and opera- 
tions, security checks of all the people that may come in contact with 
the government leaders, in addition to providing physical security. 

Mr. Arens, Does the Okhrana also maintain a surveillance over the 
hierarchy itself within the Soviet Government ? 

Mr. Deriapin. Yes, they do. 

Mr. Arens. Why? 

Mr. DerraBin. Well, as far as I know, all Soviet leaders doesn’t 
trust each other and in this purpose they have the civilians against 
each other, 

Mr. Arens. To whom did the Okhrana report when you were in it? 

Mr. Dertanrn. Okhrana actually reported to the Central Committee 
of the Soviet Communist Party. 

Mr. Arens. And what was the source of its information ? 

Mr. Derianin. Well, actually there was the chief of the Guard 
Directorate who was responsible, during Stalin’s day, to Stalin; and 
after Stalin died he was responsible to Malenkov and, the last time 
I believe, responsible to Khrushchev. Actually, to be chief of Guard 
Directorate, you were under the Central Committee. The Minister 
of State Security, he is the boss, but he is not actually the boss, 


pe iaery of State Security, the Soviet forel esplonage service. Technically, th 
cs taee absorbed by the MVD on March 6, 1953, and remained a part of it un 

are 

2While “Okhrana” was the name of the Czarist secret police, it is also a Russian term 
—— “guard” or “protection.” Personnel assigned to the MVD's Guard Directorate, 
among themselves, refer to this section as the “Okhrana.” 
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Mr. Arens. He is the head of it but not actually the boss? 
Mr. Deriasry. That is right. Actually the Central Committee is 
the boss of the Guard Directorate. 

Mr. Arens. Then the man who is head of the Central Committee 
would be boss of the Okhrana ? 

Mr. Dertanrn. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. From what sources does the Okhrana obtain its informa- 
tion ? 

Mr. Derrantn. Well, of course, they use as sources agents in the 
households, barbers, cooks, waitresses, drivers, and others who are 
working around leaders. 

Mr. Arens. Can you give us a further word about their security 
measures ? 

Mr. Derranin. The guard officers, they are around the leaders all 
day and all night. When a leader is sitting in the office, the guards 
are around the office. When leaders are going in the parade, demon- 
strations, making speeches, traveling, taking a rest, always Okhrana 
is with them, any place and everywhere. 

Mr. Arens. Did you have ner experience of being at close 
range with the principal leaders of the international Communist 
apparatus stationed in Moscow ? 

Mr. Dertasrn. If you say about Soviet leaders, who I believe are 
leaders of international communism, I saw all of them. I was close 
to them, not exactly working close to them, but I saw them in the 
offices; I saw them in the demonstrations, in the Red Square, of some 
meetings, conferences, and so on. 

For instance, Stalin, Khrushchev, Malenkov, Bulganin, Mikoyan, 
and others, Although as an Okhrana agent I did not work with them 
in their governmental capacities in administering the affairs of state, 
I did, as an Okhrana man, have intimate contact with them in their 
offices, in their private lives, such men as Stalin, Khrushchev, 
Malenkov, Mikoyan, Zhukov, Bulganin, and virtually all of the top 
leadership at one time or another. 

Mr. Arens. On the basis of this intimate observation of these lead- 
ers of international communism in your capacity as an Okhrana agent, 
do you have any observations to make respecting their so-called 
humanitarian concepts and dedication to the people? 

Mr. Deriasin. I would say working in the Guard Directorate, I 
found that Soviet leaders do not work for their own people. They 
are working and living just for themselves. Actually, when they are 
making speeches and talking to the people that they are serving for 
the wera actually it is not true. 

Most of them are serving for themselves. Of course, most of the 
Soviet leaders are real Communists and they believe in Communist 
theory. Some of them don’t. know actually what is capitalism. I 
would like, if it is all right with you, to put one example in. 

Mr. Arens. Please do. 

Mr. Derrtanrn. I was in the U.S. Congress a few days ago, just to 
see around, and I saw where Con men dined. It seems to be the 
same as other restaurants in the United States, especially Washing- 
ton, Virginia, and Maryland. I didn’t see too much difference be- 
tween what the Congressmen eat and what the people eat in the 
restaurants, 
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Well, if I would say to the Soviet people about the U.S. Congress- 
men, how they are living and dining and working in that place, they 
would never Silos with me, because all Soviet people think that the 
U.S. Congressmen don’t work for the people; that they have big 
offices with gold and packets of money and are just taking a rest while 
they are working for the Congress. 

The Soviet people think about this because in the Soviet Union all 
ministers or members of the Soviet Congress have big offices ; they have 
the best service in the Soviet Union; they have cars, drivers, chauf- 
feurs, barbers, and so on, and guards around them. 

Soviet leaders explain to the people that they have to live better 
than the — because they are working all day, all night, for the 
people; that that is the reason why they have to have everything. 
Actually, they are not worried too much about the people. They are 
concerned for themselves. 

Mr. AreNs. From the experience which you had as an Okhrana 
agent, with close association or contact with the top echelon of the 
Communist apparatus in Moscow, do you care to express yourself re- 
specting the way in which they conduct their private affairs, their 
private lives? 

Mr. Drrtasry. Well, every Soviet leader has his own private life, 
and the people don’t know how they live. They don’t like to show 
to the people how they live. Actually, the guard officer has to sign 
the paper before they take a job to guard sandbadie that they will never 


talk to anybody about what they are doing, with whom they are doing, 
with whom they are working, and how they are working. Every 


Soviet leader has his own private life. All of them have good houses, 
which belong to the government. Actually, they live in it. 

They have private hospitals, stores, drugs, and private homes where 
they are taking rests and everything. But the people know that all of 
these places belong to the government. Actually the Soviet top 
leaders use them. 

The people don’t know about that. The top leaders have their own 
collective farms which raise vegetables and fruits, and lakes where they 
are growing fish for them, and on the collective farms they grow 
sheep, produce milk and butter and everything. 

For example, Stalin’s family ; of course, I saw so many times Stalin’s 
son, Vasilii, who was actually an alcoholic and a thoroughly corrupted 
individual; always too much drinking, with prostitutes, organizing 
loud parties in his own place and somewhere else. 

If you take, for example, some Soviet top echelon leaders, for in- 
stance, secretary of Moscow Party Committee one time was Mr. Popov, 
who was organizing many, many times parties, I would say every 
week two or three, with prostitutes, with dancing on the tables and 
too much drinking. 

For example, one Soviet Minister of Railroad Transport was Kova- 
lev, who made a big wedding party for the daughter. He built a 
railroad spur from Moscow to their country house, about 40 kilometers. 
Then there was the marriage train, with many cars on it, and a few 
hundred guests who went on that party. They spent the govern- 
ment’s money. Kovalev has a big house near the Black Sea. I didn’t 
see in the United States some millionaires live like Soviet ministers 
live in that country. 
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Mr. Arens. After your assignment with the Okhrana, you said you 
were transferred to the foreign section of the MGB, which I under- 
stand is now the KGB.* Can you tell us something about its size, re- 
sponsibilities, and methods 

Mr. Dertaprn. I would say the size of the foreign section of the 
Soviet civilian intelligence is about 3,000 officers in headquarters in 
Moscow and about 15,000 officers around the world, working as repre- 
sentatives of the Soviet Government abroad. The foreign section of 
the Soviet civilian intelligence service is responsible for espionage and 

-counterespionage abroad ; also for surveilling Soviet and satellite citi- 
zens who travel abroad; and is responsible for carrying out occa- 
sional assassinations, kidnaping, blackmail, and similar activities. 

Mr. Arens. What are the methods used by the MGB? 

Mr. Dertaprn. Soviet intelligence most of the time is using methods 
like blackmail, bribery, and they include prisoners of war who spend 
some time inside the Soviet Union. They are using immigrants. 
Sometimes they send as immigrants to another country their own 
citizens to make some kind of spy network. Actually, they are work- 
ing in two ways. They use legal channels and illegal channels and 
foreign missions and exchange groups, too. 

For instance, when the Soviet delegation is going abroad, it always 
includes some intelligence or counterintelligence officers. 

For instance, in 1957 there was a Soviet delegation, a construc- 
tion delegation in the United States, which includes one Soviet in- 
telligence officer whose name is Major Zagorsky, who was a mem- 
ber of that Soviet delegation. When the Moiseyev dancers were here, 
Lieutenant Colonel Aleksandr Aleksandrovich Kudriavtsev. was a 
member of the Moiseyev dancers who is working for Soviet intelli- 
gence for many years, and he isa colonel. Both of them were working 
with me in Moscow while I was there. 

Another example was in 1956, when the Soviet religious delegation 
was here, the Soviet Orthodox Church. The chief of that was Arch- 
bishop Nikolai. He is not a member of KGB, but he is an agent of 
KGB since World War II, who gives information to KGB. KGB is 
asking him and he is giving information. He is actually an agent. 

Mr. Arens. To what extent does the MGB, now the KGB, employ 
or exploit what we would generally call low-level informers within 
a country in which they are operating ? 

Mr. Dertanry. Well, of course, Soviet intelligence is using all kinds 
of persons if it is eee to recruit them, on any level—the low level, 
the middle level, the high level. 

Mr. Arens. What information can you tell us on this record re- 
specting Col. Rudolf Abel ? 

Mr. Dertanry. Well, as far as I know, he had in his apartment a 
radio and other technical equipment, and he was working under deep, 
deep cover. I would say he was doing spy work, was going to take 
some kind of scientific information from the United States. 

Mr. Arens. Now, may I ask you a pointed question respecting de- 
fectors: To what extent does the KGB use phony defectors in hopes 
that they would gain the confidence of authorities of free countries? 

Mr. Dertanin. They use them very often because it is very hard 
now for Soviets to put their own agents inside the United States or 


1Committee of State Security, so named in March 1954 when the MVD lost a number 


of its former functions. The KGB now has charge of both internal security and foreign 
espionage for the Soviet Union. 
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other Western countries. It is very hard to recruit, actually, Ameri- 
can people to be Soviet spies. For this reason they are using their 
own agents. They order hen to go to the United States under politi- 
cal asylum—ask for political asylum, and then become Soviet spies. 
Through them they are going to find methods of American intelli- 
gence, how America is working. Maybe America will recruit them 
and send them back inside the Soviet Union if they can be used for 
her purposes. Or another thing is to penetrate immigration or- 
ganizations, groups, trying by penetrating the immigration barriers 
of various nations to break down the various organized émigré groups 
within the free countries. This is a special effort. 

Of course, sometimes they send an agent and order him not to start 
work until given a signal. Maybe he will stay 10 years or more and 
then start to work. 

Mr. Arens. Do they have “sleepers”? 

Mr. Derianrn. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. And a sleeper is a man who is idle until he is given a 
signal: is that right? 

Mr. Derrasry. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. The KGB is, of course, not the only Soviet intelli- 
gence service. 

Mr. Dertasrin. No; it is not the only Soviet intelligence service. 
There is another intelligence service under the General Staff of Soviet 
Army. They call them GRU, Soviet military intelligence, which is 
under the General Staff of the Soviet Army. 

Mr. Arens. Then is it a fair characterization, in general, that the 
Soviet has two major intelligence services engaging in foreign espio- 
nage, the KGB and the GRU, the latter being the intelligence opera- 
tion of the military ? 

Mr. Dertarin. Right. 

Mr. Arens. What are the main targets for Soviet intelligence 
operations in the West? 

Mr. Dertasrn. The first, Soviet intelligence working against the 
United States, and the second, against NATO members. 

Mr. Arens. What is the top priority ? 

Mr. Dertanty. The first enemy for the Soviet Union is the United 
States, and the second, the members of NATO organizations. 
Against them, Soviet intelligence works, 

Mr. Arens. What do these intelligence services seek here? 

Mr. Dertapin. They are going to find any kind of information about 
the United States and members of NATO—economic, political, mili- 
tary, including everything that is possible to use in the future. 

Mr. Arens. Based upon your background and experience, please 
describe briefly how the Soviet intelligence operations are organized 
in a typical Western free country, perhaps, may I suggest, the United 
States, 

Mr. Derranin. Soviet intelligence works in two ways. First, legal 
residents and, second, illegal residents. I would say legal agents and 
illegal agents. 

For instance, the United States has a Soviet Embassy. In the 
Soviet Embassy there is a legal Soviet resident or boss of Soviet 
intelligence and some other officers who are working for the embassy. 
They are KGB officers, 
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In another case there is an illegal resident, for example, as was 
Abel—Col. Rudolf Abel. 

I would say in each country Soviet intelligence has one legal resident 
and maybe one, two, three, or more illegal residents. 

They also have legal Soviet intelligence working under the Soviet 
Embassy, Tass correspondents, Soviet trade organizations, interna- 
tional organizations, personnel such as in the satellite embassies and 
consulates. 

Mr. Arens. Do you mean Tass, the Soviet press representatives / 

Mr. Derraprn. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Based upon your background and experience, is it your 
judgment they presently have espionage agents in Tass? 

Mr. Derrastn. Well, actually I would say 60 or 70 percent of the 
- aconaaaia of Tass are KGB members, actually Soviet intelligence 
officers. 

Mr. Arens. And what about Amtorg, the Soviet trade organization 
which is operating in the United States? 

Mr. Dertasin. I believe, and I believe it was before as it is now, 
that the Soviet used Amtorg for its intelligence work. For instance, 
the Foreign Trade Ministry has its own intelligence agency. I would 
say if you ask Ambassador Menshikov,' he knows very well how Soviet 
Foreign Trade Ministry works in the intelligence field. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have firsthand information respecting Am- 
bassador Menshikov’s background in intelligence work ¢ 

Mr. Dertanin. Actually, I don’t know if Menshikov is a member 
of Soviet intelligence or Soviet MGB, but Menshikov was working 
inside Soviet Union as Minister of Foreign Trade and Deputy Min- 
ister of Foreign Trade, and I know in that ministry he has his own 
intelligence section which is working close to KGB intelligence service. 
Sometimes KGB intelligence puts their own officers in the intelligence 
section of the Trade Ministry, and went abroad as representatives. 

Mr. Arens. I don’t believe, sir, our record is quite clear on your 
estimate of the number of GRU military intelligence personnel 
operating out of Moscow. Would you care to give us your best judg- 
ment on that? 

Mr. Derrasin. I would not presume to give a precise estimate, but 
I am confident that there are many more agents in the military intelli- 
= of the Soviet empire than there are in the civilian service, the 

GB. 

Mr. Arens. What were the instructions given to the civilian intelli- 
gence service, of which you were a part, respecting strategies, tactics, 
and activities of that service against the United States ? 

Mr. Dertasin. In July or August 1953, when Panyushkin * became 
a boss of Soviet intelligence, he gave instructions to all intelligence 
officers, and that instruction said—actually, it was making his point in 
a letter and in a meeting, which was in Moscow in August of 1953. He 
said that it is very hard now to get information from the United 
States, and we have to organize our work against the United States 
from other countries, especially from organized bases in Latin Amer- 
ican countries. Then we have to work against the United States from 
East Germany, from Austria, and other European countries. 


1 Mikhail A. Menshikov, present Soviet Ambassador to the United States. 


® Maj. Gen. Alexsandr S. Panyushkin, Soviet Ambassador to the United States, 1947-52. 
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What Panyushkin said was that everybody knows our first enem 
is the United States and the NATO organizations. We have to mer 
against them, That was it in general. 

Mr. Arens. May I ask, how does this square up with the professions 
of Khrushchev for peaceful coexistence and the hand of friendship 
which he professes to be constantly extending to the free countries, 
particularly to the United States? 

Mr. Derrazrn. I don’t believe what Khrushchev is saying. I know 
what Khrushchev is doing. When Khrushchev said that he is for 
peace he is really not for peace. He is going to build communism not 
just in the Soviet Union. He would like to build communism around 
the world. 

Mr. Arens. If we have concluded on that subject, may I inquire if 
you would like to give us further detail on the various methods by 
which the Soviet intelligence service recruits agents in the free coun- 
tries. 

Mr. Dertantn. The first thing is blackmail and bribery and Com- 
munist sympathies, Communist sympathizers, and using methods of 
provocation. This is the general method. 

Mr. Arens. How do the Soviet agents in the free countries com- 
municate with the Moscow headquarters ? 

Mr. Dertanin. I would say they use open code, secret writing, 
couriers, contacts with legal residents, by radio and through agents 
whom they send to take information. 

Mr. Arens. Aside from its own professional staff of officers and 
trained agents, do the Soviet intelligence services make use of other 
branches of the Soviet Government ? 

Mr. Dertasryn. Of course, they are working through other branches, 
such as the diplomatic, press, Intourist, commercial relations, scien- 
tific and professional groups, and cultural exchanges. Every possi- 
bility they use for their intelligence work. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have facts about any kidnapings or assas- 
sinations by the Soviet intelligence services operating in the West? 

Mr. Dertantn. Well, I had some connection with kidnaping Dr. 
Walter Linse in 1952 from West Berlin. 

Mr. Arens. Would you tell us about it, please, sir? 

Mr. Dertasrn. Well, I am going to talk about Lausman,' though I 
didn’t mention it. 

Lausman was the Czechoslovakian Minister in June 1948 in 
Czechoslovakia. Then he left Czechoslovakia. He was living in 
Salzburg, in Austria. He was working for freedom and was talking 
about what is going on in Czechoslovakia. Czechoslovakia intelligence 
isked Soviet inte!ligence to help them to kidnap Mr. Lausman. 
Czechoslovakia sent three agents to Salzburg. They gave some kind 
of nareoties and drugs to Mr. Lausman, put him in a car, and took 
him through the West Austrian Zone to the Soviet Zone, and the 
Soviets gave them two cars and guards, ete., and they took Mr. 
Lausman to Prague, to Czechoslovakia. As far as I know, Mr. Laus- 
iin woke up when he was in Prague. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have any other cases which you could recount 
from your own knowledge ? 


1 Bohumil Lausman, Deputy Prime Minister and Administrator of Industry in Czecho- 


2. Btlovakia before the Communist coup in 1948, 
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Mr. Dertasry. In West Berlin there is an organization, Free Jurists 

Union? In 1952, that Free Jurists Union was going to organize an 
international conference of jurists there. At that time, Soviet intelli- 
gence had a plan to kidnap Dr. Friedenau, who was boss of that. When 
the plan was all ready to kidnap Dr. Friedenau, he left West Berlin 
and went to Stockholm, to Sweden, to prepare a meeting with other 
jurists. 
Dr. Linse, who was the chief of economic section in that Free Jurists 
Union, was in charge to organize this international meeting. Then 
Soviet intelligence, using their agents, who were Germans by nation- 
ality, kidnaped Dr, Linse from West Berlin to East Berlin. While 
kidnaping him Dr. Linse started to struggle. One man took a gun, 
one Soviet agent, and shot him in his leg to put Dr. Linse inside the 
car, They put him inside the car and took him to the Soviet Zone. 
Then there was the trial. 

After a while they took him inside the Soviet Union. I don’t know 
what happened, if they put him for 25 years in jail or they killed him. 

But in that time they answered the Western countries that they 
did nothing to Dr. Linse, that they had nothing to do with him, with 
Dr. Linse. 

Mr. Arens. I understand you were present in Moscow at the time 
of Stalin’s death; is that correct ? 

Mr. Dertanin. Right. 

Mr. Arens. Did you gain any information or impressions about 
the circumstances of his death and the power struggle which followed ? 

Mr. Dertarrn. In this question, I would say I saw a movie here on 
TV about Stalin’s death. I would say 70 or 75 percent of the show in 
that movie is true. I am telling this because at that time while I was 
working in the Guard Directorate, and while I was working in the 
Intelligence Directorate, it was many, many times a shakeup in the 
Guard Directorate. The leadership or the bosses in the Guard Direc- 
torate, there was five of them in 1951, 1952, and 1953, for 3 years it 
was five new bosses. 

. Mr. Azrns, May I ask you in passing what happened to the various 
osses 

Mr. Dertasry. I would answer better if I give you a name. The 
first boss was Lieutenant General Vlasik. 

Mr. Arens. What happened to him ? 

Mr. Dertantn. They put him in jail. He was staying for a few 
weeks and then he was dead in jail. Whether they beat iin or so— 
he was healthy when they took him and put him in jail. 

Then saaally guarding Stalin, were three colonels. One was sent 
to Novosibirsk; one colonel was sent to Omsk, in Siberia; one colonel 
was sent to Molotov city, in northeast Russia. It was known as. Perm. 

Actually, they sent them in the concentration, not to be boss but 
sent as assistant to boss—everyone to be an assistant to a boss in a 
concentration camp. 

When Stalin was alive, in 1952, it was making orders by Malenkov 
and some other leaders that they cut Stalin’s guards 50 percent in 
1952. Then there was another boss, Ignat’yev, who lost his job. Now 
he is working as a party boss in some Soviet Republic. 


4 Investigating Committee of Free Jurists, also known as League of Free Jurists. 
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There was another boss, Major General Kusmechev, who was shot 
just after Stalin’s death. I was talking about who was exactly boss. 
here was a big shakeup in the Guard Directorate, and they sent so 
many people to Siberia. So after Stalin died, no member of his Guard 
Directorate was left in Moscow. Everybody was ordered to go to 
Siberia or somewhere. Nobody stayed to work for KGB or for in- 
telligence. They were completely sent out, all over the place. The 
particular organization was disbanded. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have information respecting the power struggle 
which followed Stalin’s death ? 

Mr. Dertantn. When Stalin died, we were waiting that Malenkov 
would become the boss of the Communist Party and Molotov would 
become the boss of the Soviet Government. It doesn’t happen. We 
found 2 or 3 weeks after Stalin’s death that Beria was doing some- 
thing, was going to take over the Soviet Government. 

Actually in June 1953 I was walking the Moscow streets and I saw 
tanks = troops around Moscow. The next morning when Beria 
was arrested—actually it was nighttime—I met some friends of mine 
working in the Guard Directorate. I asked them why were tanks 
around the Moscow streets, and that man answered to me that he 
went to Beria’s home—actually, he was responsible for checking 
Beria’s guards, officers, and he said he found the military officers 
staying around Beria’s house, that Beria was arrested. 

Mr. Arens. What significance do you attach to the fact that there 
were tanks and troops around Beria’s home ? 

Mr. Dertasin. Well, at that time I was thinking something is going 
wrong. I was going to the office and was going to find what it was, 
because at nighttime, I think at 2 o’clock at night, I was going home, 
after my work. Actually we worked most of the time at ight. 

I found the tanks. I didn’t get any information until the morning. 
But in that time, so many KGB officers were fired and put in jail 
and actually I didn’t know whether I would be alive or not. 

Mr. Arens. You have told us about the apparatus which guards the 
ee echelon of the Communist Government officials, and you have 
told us about the two principal segments of their overseas intelligence 
operations. Although you did not personally serve in the secret police 
which operate against the people themselves in the Soviet Union, could 
you give us a word about the organization, structure, number, and ac- 
tivities of that service in the Soviet Union? 

Mr. Dertasin. Well, under Soviet secret police there are so many 
directorates. I would like to tell you that there are two important 
directorates, the secret political directorate, which is watching Soviet 
intelligentsia, and government employees, and who is not working in 
the factory or in the field. 

Well, they have a few sections in that directorate, and under each 
section they have the responsibility to answer for some ministries, 
some departments of government. 

There is another economical directorate under the secret police, 
which is taking care of Soviet industry, machinery, and agriculture. | 

They are watching the people and giving information for the Com- 
munist Party and for the government, what is going on inside the 
Soviet Union. 

The third is the military counterintelligence, which is working by 
the same methods as the secret political directorate or the economical 
directorate, but just inside the Soviet Army. 
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Moscow is the headquarters of the Soviet secret police. Each Soviet 
Republic has another headquarters. In each region and district they 
have a branch of the KGB in Soviet life, I would say economical, cul- 
tural, and political life inside the Soviet Union watched over by some 
kind of directorate which is under KGB. 

If it is cultural life, it is under the political directorate; the eco- 
nomical life to the economical directorate, and the military life to mil- 
itary directorate. They are taking care of all the people. They are 
working through sources and agents. 

Every Soviet office, every Soviet collective farm, every factory, has 
a representative of KGB who has his own agents in the factory, in 
the office, and everywhere. There are so many agents and sources who 
are working for the KGB, in every Soviet apartment building and 
everywhere. You can find them everywhere. 

I would say, in general, about every 15 persons in the Soviet Union 
are covered by 1 source or 1 agent inside the Soviet Union—an in- 
former. 

Mr. Arens. Is the record clear that it is your judgment that ap- 
proximately 1 out of every 15 persons in the Soviet Union is either 
an informer or an agent for the secret police? 

Mr. Dertanin. Do not make a mistake. Soviet KGB is working 
close to the Communist Party. And the Communist Party has to 
get all information to the KGB about the people, and the KGB has 
to give information to the Communist Party about the people, too, 

If you put together the members of the Reopened Party and the 
sources of KGB, it will be exactly what you say. 

Mr. Arens. Is there any other comment or observation that you 
should like to make on this record, which you understand will be 
made public? 

Mr. Drrtapin. I would say now so many correspondents and Amer- 
ican people are talking about the new Soviet laws, which was pub- 
lished in September 1958, and sometime Khrushchev said that KGB 
does not have too much authority now as it had before. I would say 
it was the election in March and February inside the Soviet Union, 
in each Republic election, the Supreme Council of the Republic, 
through the Soviet press which I read now sometimes, I see—I found 
49 chiefs of KGB and MVD elected to membership of the Supreme 
Council during the last election. 

I would say before, when Stalin was alive, it was less members 
of KGB who were elected working for the government than it is 
now. The Soviet criminal code, published in 1958, is stronger than 
it was as the Soviet criminal code before. 

Mr. Arens. Have you any comments to make on a public record 
respecting other prospective defectors, such as yourself, or any others 
who, at one time, had plans to defect ? 

Mr. Dertaprn. To answer this question I would say that, of course, 
there are some Soviet officers in intelligence work or Soviet diplomats 
who would like to join the West. But there are so many difficulties 
for them to do this. All of them have some relatives or parents, or 
close relatives, inside the Soviet Union. 

If some of them go to the West, it means that the Soviet Govern- 
ment, especially KGB, will put their relatives in jail or send them to 
Siberia because there is the Soviet law about that. 
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Of course, these officers who would like to join the West, they 
don’t like to be an enemy of their relatives. That is one thing which 
stops them. 

Another thing is most of the Soviet officers who are abroad now, 
especially in the United States or in other countries, they don’t know 
well how is life in other countries, and they don’t know well how 
the new government will meet them. 

The third thing 1 Is they don’t know what to do in this country. It 
is very good to say, “I got freedom,” so they have to work when they 
join the West an ‘do something. Most of the Soviet diplomats and 
intelligence officers, they didn’t “do any kind of jobs, especially phys- 
ically or something else. All their lives they serve for the govern- 
ment, as intelligence officers, as a diplomat or some other representa- 
tive. It is very hard for them to start a new life. They then don't 
know exactly if, for instance, the U.S. Government will help them 
or not. I wish they could know of my experience. I find so many 
friends in the United States and every thing is just fine. 

But first when I arrived I didn’t know what to do, how to live, and 
so and so. Of course, Americans have helped me a lot, and I am in 
good shape now. 

Mr. Arrys. You have told us, off the record, have you not, certain 
instances in which high- ranking Communists behind the Tron ‘Guvkilin 
have, to your certain. knowledge, built up bank accounts in the free 
world 

Mr. Drrianin. In answer to this question, I would say that the 
Soviet secret service is taking care of all Communist leaders around 
the world. They like to have any kind of information about them, 
especially about the leaders of satellite countries. Actually they have 
advisers to guard them. Especially when I was working in the 
Austro-German section, we had a special branch which was taking 
care of East German Government, the East German police, and the 
East German military service. 

We had the files, specially on Walter Ulbricht, who is Deputy 
Premier in East Germany. 

In the file of Walter Ulbricht there was information that Ulbricht 
has a niece or some relatives in the United States, and through her he 
put money in an American bank for his future. If something _ 
pens in East Germany, he will have money then. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have any other instances like that you can tell 
on the public record ? 

Mr. Dertanin. Well, about Rau, Deputy Premier of the East Ger- 
man Government, the KGB thougnt that he was an agent of the Nazis 
during the war. 

In talking about satellite countries, I would like to say that the 
Soviet secret police always like to have information about the leaders 
of satellite Communist parties. For example, everybody knows that 
in Hungary, Hungarian dictator Rakosi is now ‘inside the Soviet 
Union. One Soviet KGB colonel, his name being Yevkimenko, who 
was Soviet intelligence adviser to the Hungarian Gov ernment, he had 
his own sources around Rakosi. One of his sources went to see "Rakosi, 
it was 1951, and told him that Soviet boss of intelligence would like 
it if he became his informer or his agent. 
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Rakosi called the Soviet adviser and told him, “Why are you going 
to have agents around me? You have to know that I am the first 
agent of the Soviet Union.” 

The CHairman. May I express to you appreciation not only for 
your cooperation evidenced by the testimony which you have given 
today, but, likewise, for your cooperation with this committee, its 

li of the United States since your 


staff, and agencies of the 

arrival on these shores. 
Thank you. 
(Whereupon, the hearing adjourned subject to the call of the 


Chair.) 
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Pustic Law 601, 797TH CoNGRESS 


The legislation under which the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities operates is Public Law 601, 79th Congress [1946], chapter 
753, 2d session, which provides: 


Be at enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, * * * 


PART 2--RULES OF THE HOUSK OF REPRESENTATIVES 
X 


SEC, 121. STANDING COMMITTEES 
+ * * * * 
18. Committee on Un-American Activities, to consist of nine Members. 


XI 


POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES 
+ * * 

(q) (1) Committee on Un-American Activities. 

(A) Un-American activities. 

(2) The Committee on Un-American Activities, as a whole or by subeommit- 
tee, is authorized to make from time to time investigations of (i) the extent, 
character, and objects of un-American propaganda activities in the United States, 
(ii) the diffusion within the United States of subversive and un-American propa- 
ganda that is instigated from foreign countries or of a domestic origin and attacks 
the principle of the form of government as guaranteed by our Constitution, and 
(iii) all other questions in relation thereto that would aid Congress in any necessary 
remedial legislation. 

The Committee on Un-American Activities shall report to the House (or to the 
Clerk of the House if the House is not in session) the results of any such investi- 
gation, together with such recommendations as it deems advisable. 

For the purpose of any such investigation, the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit and act at such 
times and places within the United States, whether or not the House is sitting, 
has recessed, or has adjourned, to hold such hearings, to require the attendance 
of such witnesses and the production of such books, papers, and documents, and 
to take such testimony, as it deems necessary. Subpenas may be issued under 
the signature of the chairman of the committee or any subcommittee, or by any 
member designated by any such chairman, and may be served by any person 
designated by any such chairman or member. 

* * * * x * * 


XII 


LEGISLATIVE OVERSIGHT BY STANDING COMMITTEES 


Sec. 136. To assist the Congress in appraising the administration of the laws 
and in developing such amendments or related legislation as it may deem neces- 
sary, each standing committee of the Senate and the House of Representatives 
shall exercise continuous watchfulness of the execution by the administrative 
agencies concerned of any laws, the subject matter of which is within the jurisdic- 
tion of such committee; and, for that purpose, shall study all pertinent reports 
and data submitted to the Congress by the agencies in the executive branch of 
the Government. 


RULES ADOPTED BY THE 85TH CONGRESS 
House Resolution 5, January 3, 1057 
+ * 
Rute X 


STANDING COMMITTEES 


1. There shall be eleeted by the House, at the commencement of each Con- 
gress, 
+ * * * 
(q) Committee on Un-American Activities, to consist of nine Members. 


* * * * * * 
Rune XI 
POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES 


* * 


18, Committee on Un-American Activities. 


(a) Un-Ameriean activities. 

(b) The Committee on Un-American Activities, as a whole or by subcommittee, 
is authorized to make from time to time investigations of (1) the extent, char- 
acter, and objects of un-American propaganda activities in the United States, 


(2) the diffusion within the United States of subversive and un-American prop- 


aganda that is instigated from foreign countries or of a domestic origin and 
attacks the principle of the form of government as guaranteed by our Constitu- 
tion, and (3) all other questions in relation thereto that would aid Congress 
in any necessary remedial legislation. 

The Committee on Un-American Activities shall report to the House (or to the 
Clerk of the House if the House is not in session) the results of any such investi- 
gation, together with such recommendations as it deems advisable. 

For the purpose of any such investigation, the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit and act at such times 
and places within the United States, whether or not the House is sitting, has 
recessed, or has adjourned, to hold such hearings, to require the attendance 
of such witnesses and the production of such books, papers, and documents, and 
to take such testimony, as it deems necessary. Subpenas may be issued under 
the signature of the chairman of the committee or any subcommittee, or by any 
member designated by any such chairman, and may be served by any person 
designated by any such chairman or member. 

* * * * * * ~ 

26. To assist the House in appraising the administration of the laws and in 
developing such amendments or related legislation as it may deem necessary, 
each standing committee of the House shall exercise continuous watehfulness 
of the execution by the administrative agencies concerned of any laws, the subject 
matter of which is within the jurisdiction of such committee; and, for that 
purpose, shall study all pertinent reports and data submitted to the House by 
the agencies in the executive branch of the Government. 
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THE SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA DISTRICT OF THE 
COMMUNIST PARTY 


Structure—Objectives—Leadership 


(Part 1) 


TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 2, 1958 
Unrrep Srres House or REPRESENTATIVES, 


SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE 
ON Us-Anerican Acrivrries. 
Los Angeles, 
EXECUTIVE SESSION ! 


The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 10 am., in room 229, 
Federa) Building, Los Angeles, Calif., Hon. Francis E. Walter (chair- 
man) presiding. 

Present : Representatives Francis EF. Walter, of Pennsylvania, anc 
Wilham M. Tuck, of Virginia. 

Staff members present: Frank S. Tavenner, Jr., counsel, and Wil- 
lium A, Wheeler, investigator. 

The Cuamman. Will you raise your right hand? Will you swear 
the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mrs. Hrarey. I do. 

The CuarrmMan. The committee will come to order. 

This hearing is authorized by the following resolution of the Com- 
mittee on Un-American Activities, Tlouse of Representatives: 

Be it resolved, That a hearing by the Committee on Un-American Activities, 
or a subcommittee thereof, to be held in Los Angeles, Calif., or at such other 
place or places as the chairman may designate, on such date or dates as the 
chairman may determine, be authorized and approved, including the conduct of 
investigations deemed reasonably necessary by the staff in preparation therefor, 
relating to the extent, character, and objects of Communist Party activities in 
California, with special reference to such activities in southern California, the 
legislative purpose being: 

(a) to obtain additional information for use by the committee in its considera- 
tion of section 16 of H.R. 9352——— 

Mr. Marcouis. May I have that section, section 16— 

The CHarrman. Of H.R. 9352. 


1 Released by the committee and ordered to be printed. 

The executive testimony herewith released formed part of the background information 
on which is based the “Report on the Southern California District of the Communist 
Party: Structure-—Objectives— Leadership,’ H. Rept. No. 259, released by the Committee 
on Un-American Activities on April 8, 1959. 
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relating to the proposed amendment of section 4 of the Communist Control Act 
of 1954, prescribing a penalty for knowingly and willfully becoming or remain- 
ing a member of the Communist Party with knowledge of the purposes or ob- 
jectives thereof; and 

(b) to obtain additional information, adding to the committee’s overall knowl- 
edge on the subject so that Congress may be kept informed and thus prepared 
to enact remedial legislation in the national defense, and for internal security, 
when and if the exigencies of the situation require it. 

Be it further resolved, That the hearings may inelude any other matter within 
the jurisdiction of the committee, which it, or any subcommittee thereof ap- 
pointed to conduct this hearing, may designate. 

Let the record show that pursuant to law and the rules of this com- 
mittee, I, as chairman, appointed a subcommittee for the purpose of 
conducting these hearings composed of Representatives William M. 
Tuck, Bernard Kearney, as associate members, and myself, Francis 
E. Walter, as chairman. 

The order of appointment of the subcommittee will be set forth 
in the record at this point: 

(Information referred to follows :) 

AvuGusT 27, 1958. 
To Mr. Richard Arens, Staff Director, House Committee on Un-American 
Activities: 

Pursuant to the provisions of the law and the rules of this committee, I 
hereby appoint a subcommittee of the Committee on Un-American Activities, 
consisting of Representative William M. Tuck and Representative Bernard W. 
Kearney, as associate members, and myself, Francis E. Walter, as chairman, to 
conduct executive hearings in Los Angeles, Calif., beginning on Tuesday, Sep- 
tember 2, 1958, on the subjects under investigation by the committee, and take 
such testimony on said day and succeeding days, as it may deem necessary. 

Please make this action a matter of committee record. 

If any member indicates his inability to serve, please notify me. 

Given under my hand this 27th day of August 1958. 


Francis E. WALTER, 
Chairman, Committee on Un-American Activities. 

The CHarrman. A majority of the subcommittee is present. 

The subcommittee has determined that this hearing will be in ex- 
ecutive session. 

The committee resolution adequately sets forth the subject and pur- 
poses of this hearing. 

Information has come to the committee of renewed Communist 
Party activities in this, a highly sensitive and important area of the 
country. The degree and extent of this renewed activity is deemed by 
the committee to be of such importance to the national welfare and 
defense of the country as to justify this investigation in order that 
remedial legislation may be recommended in this field designed to 
meet new threats of subversion. 

Mr. Marcouts. I wonder, in the light of the statement of purpose, 
if I might have a few moments to consult with my client. 

We heard this for the first time now. 

(Witness confers with counsel. ) 

Mr. Marcorts. Thank you. 


TESTIMONY OF DOROTHY RAY HEALEY, ACCOMPANIED BY 
COUNSEL, BEN MARGOLIS 


The Cuatrman. Mr. Tavenner. 
Mr. Tavenner. Please state your name and place of residence. 
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Mrs. Heater. My name is Dorothy Ray Healey. 

Mr. TaveNNER. Will counsel accompanying the witness please iden- 
tify himself for the record ? 

Mr. Marcouis. My name is Ben Margolis, 112 West 9th Street, Los 
Angeles, Calif. 

Mr. Tavenner. What did you give as the residence ? 

Mrs. Heater. 1733% West 84th Street. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you the wife of Mr. Phil Connelly 4 

Mrs. Heatey. Mr. Tavenner, I would like to ask a question, if I 
may, at this point, in regard to the question of the nature of the hear- 
ing. This is an executive session. I am wondering, Congressman 
Walter, whether at the conclusion of my testimony this committee is 
going to issue any release to the papers about the testimony. I am 
concerned about it in regard to the question of my testimony here as 
well as the question of the release to the papers. 

The CHarrman. I think we share your concern in that. That, I 
think, is important. We are going to discuss that question when we 
are able to get the committee together. We are not disposed to make 
this public. We are hoping that by so doing you will cooperate with 
us and give us every bit of assistance that we are sure that you can. 
So for that reason we are not for the moment going to decide this 
question. 

Mrs. Heatry. Well, the question in my mind, Congressman, is that 
1 am quite certain from previous experiences that the minute I leave 
the hearing room the press, of course, will be out there, and I am con- 
cerned. I don’t care to be one to set the precedent of releasing testi- 
mony. 

iis the other hand, I want to protect ny own reputation and my own 
aegis J here. Therefore, if there is going to be any such release 
now or later, I would like to know it now so I can guard myself 
accordingly. 

The CiAtrMan. I cannot answer the question. I do not think there 
will be any. I assume there will not % a release of the transcript 
of the testimony. That I will promise. 

Mrs. Heater. Will there be a digest of the testimony given by Mr. 
Wheeler or Mr. Tavenner or you gentlemen to the press / 

The CHarrman. It will not be done. If they tind out what hap- 
pened here, that is something we have no control over. 

Mr. Marcouis. We have trouble hearing you, sir, I am sorry. 

May we have read back what yousaid? I couldn’t hear you. 

The Cratrman. The answer is, we will not officially release this 
testimony. 

Go ahead, Mr. 'Tavenner. 

Mr. Tavenner. The question was: Are you the wife of Mr. Phil 
Connelly ? 

Mrs. Heatry. Iam. 

Mr. Tavenner. When and where were you born? 

Mrs. Hearry. I was born in Denver, Colo., September 22,1914. 

Mr. Tavenner. What was your maiden name? 

Mrs. Heatey. Dorothy Rosenblum. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you engage in activities of the Young Com- 
iunist League in southern California in the 1930°s under the name 


of Dorothy Ray ? 
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Mrs. Heatry. Well, this is— after listening to Congressman Walter 
as to the legislative purpose of this inquiry, the Supreme Court has 
ruled that the activities of the Communist Party are protected, the 
political activities of the Communist Party are protected by the first 
amendment as are the activities of any other political party or organi- 
zation. It is clear that this committee could not bring in legislation 
in regard to the activities of the Communist Party as it has not been 
able to do heretofore and has been upheld as unconstitutional. 

Secondly, the fact remains that if there are activities that are not 
protected by the first amendment, there are certainly avenues by the 
U.S. Government on behalf of the United States to guarantee the 
ceasing of such activities. 

I happen to have suffered some 6 years of persecution on the ques- 
tion of the first amendment and the protection of that first amendment, 
and finally, as I was sure 6 years earlier, the Supreme Court. ruled 
and the Department of Justice later had to concur, in regard to 
renewed persecution, that there was nothing in my lifetime of activities 
of any kind that could warrant conviction in regard to any of the 
legislative questions or the questions of this inquiry which Congress- 
man Walter opened the hearing on. 

Because of that I therefore, first of all, decline to answer that 
question on the ground of the first amendment which prohibits this 
committe from inquiry into activities around ideas. 

I decline to answer on the ground of the 10th amendment, which very 
wisely our forefathers guaranteed to be inserted in order to say to 
any future political politicians that the activities of citizens are going 
to be protected and not only by the first but by the clear statement 
that whatever powers are not delegated to the U.S. Government ex- 
pressly by the people through the Constitution and the Bill of Rights 
are relegated and saved to the people. I further decline to answer on 
the ground of the fifth amendment. 

I claim the privilege against self-incrimination. 

The CuHarrman. You are directed to answer the question. 

Mrs. Heatry. The same answer. 

Mr. Tavener. Were you formerly the wife of Don Healey? 

Mrs. Heatey. Iam not going to give you any answers to any further 
questions of this kind on the same grounds; and further on the grounds 
that none of these questions are pertinent to any legislation which this 
committee could possibly bring into the Congress or which could 
possibly be upheld as constitutional. 

The CHatrman. You are directed to answer that question. 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. How did you acquire the name of Ray? 

Mrs. Hreatry. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. How do you spell Ray ? 

Mrs. Hratey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is the spelling of the name Ray, R-a-y or R-a-e? 

Mrs. Heaury. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. May [have a direction to answer? 

The CHatrMan. You are directed to answer the question. 

Mrs. Hratry. Same answer. 

The CiiarrmmMan. You see, one of the reasons for this inquiry ts the 
very decision vou are talking about, because it is inconceivable to us 
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and to other Americans who have some smattering of knowledge of the 
law that the Supreme Court would find that the Communist con- 
spiracy is a political party. That is one of the purposes of these 
broad, rotiedt questions. Weare hoping that the Supreme Court will 
take another guess. 

Mrs. Heatey. The point is, Congressman, if I may explain why I am 
answering this way, is that in regard to the question of conspiracy, 
first of mS the Supreme Court—I happen to be one where the Supreme 
Court has already found that IT am not a part of any conspiracy, but 
secondly, my experience in a very long trial was that one can find 
oneself involved through what I gather legally is third party declar- 
ants in a conspiracy which one may have absolutely no knowledge of. 
I, therefore, must protect myself as well as the political activities of 
other Americans as well as the legal political activities of any minority 
political party in its functioning, and any answer, in my opinion, only 
makes it more possible to claim the validity of the right of this 
committee to ask. 

I must say that in regard to that it is my opinion that the mandate 
which this committee functions under is itself illegal inasmuch as the 
first amendment so expressly and specifically forbids legislation in the 
realm of ideas that the committee could not bring forth legislation 
which could conceivably be upheld as constitutional. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you at one time organizational secretary of 
the Los Angeles County organization of the Communist Party 4 

Mrs. Heater. I must decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. TavenNneER. Were you at one time chairman of that organiza- 
tion ? 

Mrs. Heater. I must decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you at this time the chairman of the Communist 
Party’s new Southern California District ? 

Mrs. Heater. The same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Of the Communist Party? Are you at this time a 
member of the National Committee of the Communist Party of the 
United States? 

Mrs. Heatry. I should explain further in answer to your question 
that nothing in my lifetime, and there have been some thirty years 
of my life devoted to political activities within this country, have I 
done anything that [ consider illegal or which I am ashamed of. As 
a matter of fact, 1 am very proud of a lifetime of service to the Con- 
stitution and to democracy. 

If any group of citizens, including you two gentlemen sitting as a 
subcommittee representing the Congress of the United States, are 
genuinely interested, truly concerned with getting information as to 

litical activities of one Dorothy Healey, I can assure you that 
1f you will recess yourselves as a committee I would be very glad to 
answer all questions of you or any other groups of citizens of these 
United States; and I would be equally glad to do it under oath in 
order to not have people say that you will answer these things when 
you are not under oath. I will answer under oath to any group of 
citizens, all questions without reservation as to both political activi- 
ties, all questions relating to my own life. I would not, of course, 
ever answer any questions with regard to other citizens’ activities. 
Mr. Tavenner. May I have a direction? 
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The Cuamman. You are directed to answer the question. 
Mrs. Heatry. The same answer. 

The Cuarrman. Didn't you make comment when the Supreme 
Court decision came down to the effect that “Now we will move for- 
ward,” something of that sort? 

Mrs. Heater. May I consult with my attorney ? 

(The witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Heatey. The same answer. 

The Crarrman. I quoted that on the floor of the Congress. It is 
in the Congressional Record. 

Mrs. Heater. Again I would say, Congressman, that I would be 
very glad to discuss that with you as one citizen to another. I can- 
not, will not, yield to what my conscience dictates to answer any 
questions before this committee. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Chairman, since you have asked that ques- 
tion, I desire to offer in evidence and ask that it be marked “Healey 
Exhibit No. 1” these two paragraphs from the June 19, 1957, issue 
of the Los Angeles Herald-Express : 

Most outspoken was Mrs. Dorothy Healey Connelly, Southern California 
District chairman of the Communist Party. 

“This decision will mark a rejuvenation of the party in America,” she said. 
“We have lost some members in the last few years, but now we are on our way 
again.” 

The Cuarmman. It will be admitted for what it is worth. 

(Document marked “Healey Exhibit No. 1” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you deny making the statement attributed to 
you in the Los Angeles paper whieh I have just read ? 

(The witness confers with her counsel. ) 

Mrs. Heatry. I neither deny nor affirm the statement, Mr. Taven- 
ner. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a delegate to the 16th National Conven- 
tion of the Communist Party held in New York beginning February 
9, 1957? 

Mrs. Hearey. I decline to answer on the grounds specifically stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you participate in any manner in that conven- 
tion as a member of the Foster faction of the Communist Party or of 
the so-called revisionists group led by John Gates? 

Mrs. Heatey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the resolutions committee of 
that convention ? 

Mrs. Heatry. The same answer. 

(Mr. Margolis confers with the witness.) 

Mr. Tavenner. A motion was quashed in the resolutions committee 
condemning the Soviet assault on Jewish culture. Was this action 
taken pursuant to a directive from Moscow to come to the defense of 
the Soviet Union ? 

(Witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Heatry. In addition to the previous grounds stated, I decline 
to answer the question on the further ground that pursuant to the an- 
nounced purpose of the committee’s inquiry here in southern Califor- 
nia, the questions, the last series of questions, certainly have nothing 
to do with the announced purpose given by Congressman Walter in 
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opening the hearing; and I therefore decline to answer on this as well 
as the previously stated grounds. 

The Cuamrman. Now, just a moment. In the light of the Supreme 
Court decision that you have talked about with such obvious pleasure, 
you cannot invoke the fifth amendment because even if you were active 
in the Communist Party, still that is not a crime according to you. 
So, how could you be prosecuted for a criminal offense ? 

Mrs. Heatey. Except, as I pointed out to you previously, Congress- 
man, my experiences already, and they are very bitter experiences, 
where I had to be separated at that time from an 8-year-old boy for 
some 6 months in jail pending vindication that I knew would come. 
Regardless of the fact that the activities of the Communist Party are 
legally protected, one can be tied into an unnamed conspiracy com- 
pletely without one’s knowledge. 

While I certainly have no fear again of conviction, I have good 
grounds to be very concerned with continued persecution. 

The CHamman. I assure you that we are not persecuting anyone. 

Mrs. Hratry. Well, I have some question of that inasmuch as al- 
ready as a result of this committee’s serving subpenas on people at 
their places of employment, I know of already two people who already 
lost their jobs. 

The Cnatrman. Proceed, Mr. Tavenner. 

Mr. Tavenner. You stated that what occurred at the national con- 
vention of the Communist Party does not affect matters in California. 
For that reason you consider it is beyond the purpose of this hearing 
to go into those matters. Do you mean to contend that the action of 
the national convention of the Communist Party does not affect Com- 
munist Party activities in southern California 7 

Mrs. Heatry. I have already stated to you, Mr. Tavenner, that 
| would be very pleased, delighted—— 

Mr. TavenneEr. Just answer my question. 

Mrs. Heater. Gratified to answer all questions regarding the Com- 
iunist Party or any other political party activities. 

Mr. TavenNeER. are not answering my questions. 

Mrs. Heatry. Outside the framework of this commmittee. 

Mr. Tavenner. You are evading. 

Mrs. Hratey. I am not evading. I will not answer any question 
in regard to political activities of any party or any individual while 
the committee is in official session because to do so is to yield to the 
validity of this committee which I do not yield to and which 1 
challenge. 

Mr. es Then that is the reason ¢ 

Mrs. Heatry. I therefore decline to answer on the grounds I pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. That is the real reason of your refusal / 

Mrs. Hratey. I would further go on to say that Congressman 
Walter announced very specifically—although I would still consider 
the announced purposes to be illegal and unconstitutional—never- 
theless, even within the framework of what he has announced, | would 
say that the questions have nothing to do, are not pertinent to the 
legislative questions which Congressman Walter said this committee 
was interested in trying to gather further information on. 
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The CHarrman. Mrs. Healey, as I understand you, you feel that 
the Supreme Court held that Communist Party activity is political 
activity in the sense that we know it in respect to other political 
parties 

Mrs. Heater. What I am saying in my understanding of the Su- 
preme Court decision was that the Communist Party’s activities, such 
as within that ground of activity and in the realm of ideas, are pro- 
tected by the first amendment. 

The Cuamman. Because it isa political party ¢ 

Mrs. Heater. I didn’t—I am only saying what I understand it. to 
be. 

The CHairman. Yes. 

Mrs. Heauey. It is my opinion that the Communist Party is a 
legal political party. Icannot read the Supreme Court’s mind. That 
is not in their statement. The Supreme Court merely stated that 
activities, as such, are protected. I would differentiate between my 
own opinion that the Communist Party is a legal political party and 
the Supreme Court’s because it would not do me to speak for any 
other body. I can only speak from my own understanding. 

Mr. Tavenner. You have taken a position, have you not, in south- 
ern California, in protection of the minority group in southern Cal- 
ifornia, particularly the Jewish group? 

Mrs. Heaney. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds, 
Mr. Tavenner. 

Mr. Tavenner. Let me ask you whether or not the action you have 
taken was influenced or limited in any way by the following: 

I find from the February 25, 1957, issue of the New er in an 
article written by Walter K. Lewis, entitled, “U.S. Communists Con- 
vene,” this paragraph: 

The real key to the political tone of the convention lay in a seemingly small 
incident which was never reported to the daily press. Delegates close to the 
Morning Freiheit, Yiddish-language edition of the Daily Worker, introduced a 
motion to condemn the Soviet assault on Jewish culture (which included the 
liquidation of scores of Jewish writers as well as Jewish institutions). In the 
interest of “Party unity” the motion was quashed in the resolutions committee. 
Since the same consideration had led U.S. Communists to applaud the worst 
horrors of the Stalin era, it is difficult to see any significant change in the 
Party’s essence—— 

(Witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mr. Tavenner (continuing reading) : 
as a result of the 16th convention. 

Did you participate in the convention in any manner in opposition 
to the action of the committee quashing that resolution ? 

Mrs. Heatey. You know, Mr. Tavenner, the very type of question 
you are asking in regard to the question of the conventions of a politi- 
cal party, regardless of your opinion of that political party, only 
confirms Congressman Hinshaw’s warning in regard to the passage 
I would say at that time of the Smith Act but really much more 
pertinent to the activities of this committee when he in his very 
eminent, thoroughly conservative Congress stood up and turned to the 
Republicans in the Congress and told them that if they tolerated this 
type of legislation it could be only a matter of time until it was used 
against them, 
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Now, the fact remains that when this committee inquires into con- 
ventions or political activities it should not take too much imagination 
to know that if you were allowed to do this, if citizens either co- 
operated or if it was upheld through due process, that it could be con- 
ceivably merely a matter of time until it was your activities which 
were being inquired into, into Democratic Party convention or Re- 
publican Party convention, depending upon which party was in and 
which party was out. Therefore, to protect our political parties, I 
decline to answer these questions, all politica] activities, I decline to 
answer these questions on the previously stated grounds. 

The Cuaiman. Of course, the big difference is that when my party 
meets and we are drafting a platform, and we are adopting resolu- 
tions, as a member of the committee, I have to fight to get in the room 
because of the press, photographers, and what not. We are very 
happy to have people present when we are preparing our platform. 
That is why I cannot understand why, if you contend that you are 
a member of a political party, it is none of our business what happens 
in the proceedings of that party. 

Mrs. Heater. Well, I would say two things in answer to that, Con- 
gressman, if I may. 

The first is that from the reading of the press of the convention 
about which Mr. Tavenner was so concerned, it was clear that the 
press was there at the press conference; and secondly, that there were 
« whole number of eminent visitors who had been invited to attend the 
convention, 

But secondly, I would also say, Congressman, that if it meant your 
job that you were to be on that platform committee to exercise your 


American right to participate in the political drafting of a platform, 

you might not be so anxious to guarantee the right of a committee 

to inquire into it. If your party were being persecuted as the Com- 

munist surly had been persecuted, as members of the Communist 
ve 


Party have been persecuted, I doubt very much wheiher you would 
be so zealous in answering or wanting to answer questions in regard 
to political activities. But that is why I have told you I am very 
proud of all the activities in which [ have engaged. 

The Cuamman. If you are proud of them why do you not talk 
about them 

Mrs. Hra.ey. Because I do not believe that answering these ques- 
tions can in any way serve the interests of my fellow Americans. I 
think our forefathers were very sensible. I think they went on the 
basis of the best of the thinking of the whole world’s philosophies 
when they drafted the Constitution. 

The Cuairman. That was before there was a power trying to— 
that’s beside the point. 

Mrs. Hearey. It really wasn’t before there was a power because a 
reading of the history of that persecution at that time shows the 
whole country was in concern over the French conspiracy, over the 
fact that the French were trying to foment rebellion in this country. 
It was Thomas Jefferson, and I am sure you remember this, who had 
to lead a more courageous and valiant fight. 

The Cuatrman. Let us not go way off. That is very interesting— 
about which we all know a great deal. 

Go ahead, Mr. Tavenner. 
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Mr. Tavenner. What I am getting at is to what extent was the 
convention, to your knowledge, influenced in its action by the Soviet 
Union 

Mrs. Heater. I decline to answer on all the grounds previously 
stated. 

Mr. Taverner. Did you at that convention oppose any interest of 
the Soviet Union 

Mrs. Heater. I decline to answer on the grounds previously stated 
although I think by this time in just a reading of the testimony be- 
fore this committee, including those of ex-Communists who so glady 
testified in order to save their jobs, would indicate that all this non- 
sense that informers have given you, professional informers have 
given you, in regard to the dictation of Moscow to any political party, 
et cetera, any such nonsense— 


The Cuatrman. Where do you get the idea that anyone was an 
informer ? 

Mrs. Heater. Where do I get the idea? From the reading of the 
transcripts of this committee. But I would say that as is true his- 
torically again throughout the centuries of informers, the testimony 
of informers, Congressman, and I am sure you will agree with me, is 
of very little value in terms of its honesty or its truthfulness, 

Mr. Tavenner. Now, since you have raised the question of the influ- 
ence and direction of the Communist Party of the United States 
by 

Mrs. Hearry. I didn’t raise any such question. 

Mr. Taverner. By the Soviet Union—— 

Mrs. Heatry. I volunteered nothing. 

Mr. Tavenner. You volunteered a rebuttal of that before any ques- 
tion was asked regarding it. So I want to ask you what methods 
were used, if any, to your knowledge, either before or soon after the 
holding of the Sixteenth National Convention which indicated the 
Soviet desire and intention to whip the membership into line back of 
of the Foster faction and in opposition to the so-called revisionists 
led by John Gates # 

Mrs. Heavey. I told you that a reading of the testimony before this 
committee, and I spent some time in reading it because I have never 
appeared before the committee and I wanted to acquaint myself with 
the procedures, with what convinced me that this is all a lot of poppy- 
cock that this committee has been propagating for many years. 

Mr. Tavenner. Just answer the questions. 

Mrs. Hearey. As far as the question you are asking me, I decline 
to answer on all the grounds previously stated. 

( Witness confers with her counsel. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. You are not frank with this committee. You are 
charging in general terms that from the committee’s evidence there is 
no such thing existing, but when you are asked regarding your knowl- 
edge of the problem you refuse to answer. 

(Witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Hearey. I would think by this time I have made myself clear. 
Let me then repeat it in order to have the weight of emphasis on it, 
and I will answer no such questions of this kind before this commit- 
tee because to answer those questions is to yield to this committee the 
right toask them. 
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I challenge the right of this committee to ask any questions. It is 1 
forbidden area as far as the Congress of the United States is con- 
cerned to inquire into these questions. It is protected by the first 
amendment. I, for one, will not yield what thousands and millions 


of Americans over the centuries have fought for in order to provide 
information, a momentary excursion into forbidden area by this 


committee. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Chairman, I offer in evidence a thermoflax 
copy of an article by Harry Schwartz, appearing in the February 4. 
i957, issue of the New York Times, and ask that it be marked “Healey 
Exhibit No. 2.” 

(Document marked “Healey Exhibit No, 2” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Tavenner. I will read excerpts from it as the basis for several 

The heading of the article is: “Soviet Backs Foster’s Faction, 
Attacks Right-Wing U.S. Reds.” 


The Soviet Communist party made unmistakably clear yesterday that. it 
favored victory for William Z. Foster's faction at the United States Communist 
party “national convention,” which opens here Saturday. 

In language similar to that employed by Mr. Foster in an article published 
last October, the Moscow newspaper Sovetskaya Rossiya attacked “right-wing 
elements” among American Communists and singled out for particular criticism 
Joseph Clark, foreign editor of the Daily Worker here. 

As reported by the United press, the Soviet newspaper linked Secretary 
of State John Foster Dulles and rightwing Communists here as advocates of 
a “national communism” that would “divide and conquer” the Communist 
world. 


Further down in the article appears the title; 
Third Outburst From Soviet : 


Yesterday’s attack was the third recent indication of Moscow displeasure—— 


(Witness confers with her counsel.) 
Mr. TavenNeER (reading) : 


with some groups of American Communists, particularly those associated with 
the Daily Worker. The two earlier indications had been an attack on the 
Daily Worker’s editorial disapproval of the Soviet military intervention in 
Hungary last November, and a short, but bitter, onslaught on ‘“Rightists” 
among American Communists by the Soviet Communist party magazine, Par- 
tinaya Zhizn. 

There has been much speculation recently that the rightwing elements among 
American Communists, whose leader is generally taken to be John Gates, editor 
and chief of the Daily Worker, were weakening under the pressure of Moscow's 
displeasure. One sign so interpreted by some observers was the decision of the 
New York State Communists, where rightwing elements are particularly strong, 
a week ago not to press for immediate conversion of the Communist party into a 
Communist political education association. 

Since yesterday’s Moscow attack came after the concessions made by the 
rightwing at the New York meeting, the inference would seem indicated that 
the Soviet leaders were still unsatisfied and demanded both the victory of 
Mr. Foster’s group and the serious rewriting of the draft resolution. 


Do you not agree that is an effort made by the Soviet Union to 
dictate to the Communist Party of the United States ? 

Mr. Marconts. Is the question finished ? 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes. 

(Witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Hratey. You know, I am rather curious about one thing, Mr. 
Tavenner. I have, I think, made reasonably clear to the committee 
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that I would consider any testimony before this committee a violation 
of principle, would a to the pressures that would grant the right 
of the committee to inquire into these questions. I have no question 
that the cost of these hearings must be enormous. I am a taxpayer 
and I pay enormous taxes, and I am wondering—— 

Mr. Tavenner. You are deliberatel alien my questions. 

Mrs. Hrarry. When you know that I am not going to answer, I am 
not going to answer this or any other question, including your ques- 
tion which simply asks for my opinions on the grounds previousl 
stated. On this question, I simply decline to answer on the grounds 
my opinion has no validity to this committee. What I think or do 
not think, what I agree or do not agree with what a newspaperman 
writes in a story really has very little relevancy or pertinency to 
this committee. 

The Cuatrman. Does that purport to be a correct account of what 
happened at the convention ? 

Mr. Tavenner. What I read—at the convention? Yes. 

Mrs. Heatey. Mr. Tavenner simply asked me whether I agree with 
whoever wrote that. 

Mr. Tavenner. It is not an account of what occurred at the con- 
vention, but it was an account of articles, or attempts, at least three 
attempts, made by the Soviet Union to make known to the Communist 
Party of this country what action it should take at its convention 
which was to be held on the following Saturday. 

The Crairman. Did you attend that convention / 

Mrs. Hrarry. I decline to answer that question, Congressman, on 
the grounds previously stated. I would add further, again, however, 
my offer to this committee or to any other group of interested citizens 
in these United States, that I will under oath answer all questions in 
regard to political activities of my own, all that I am aware of, with- 
out reservation or hesitation, but I will not do so in this committee, 
before this committee. 

Mr. Tavenner. This statement has been made at least four times in 
the record. 

The Cuairman. We understand. 

Mrs. Hratry. You ought to take up the statement sometime, then. 

The Cuamman. We understand your position. 

Mrs. Heatey. If you are really concerned and interested. 

The Cuamman. Never mind, 

Mrs. Hratry. On the political activities of the party, then you 
ought to sometime take up the offer to do so. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee has learned a great deal regarding 
the Communist methods used in handing down directives to the Amer- 
ican Communist Party, one clear illustration being that of the Duclos 
letter which resulted in the ouster of Browder in 1945 and the so- 
called reconstitution of the Communist Party. Is this not just an- 
other illustration of that same tactic ? 

Mrs. Hratry. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you submit to the pressures from Moscow and 
lend your support to the Foster faction as advised by Moscow ? 

Mrs. Hratey. Same answer. 

(Witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mr. Tavenner. What effect did these directives have on other dele- 
gates to the convention ? 
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I notice you are very much amused, but I wish you would pay 
attention to the questions and try to answer. 

Mrs. Mel am paying close attention. I am feeling an even 
greater degree of both insult and resentment of what I consider to be 
wanton waste of taxpayers’ money at a continuation of asking these 
questions when I have so clearly made known to you that I am not 
going to answer. 

Mr. TavenNeER. Will you answer the question ? 

Mrs. Hearey. I cannot answer for other people. I would say that 
I all my life have been my own boss and I continue, on what T will 
think, on what I did, that is regardless of what pressures may come 
from the U.S. Government, it may come from the Department of Jus- 
tice or the FBI or from any other source determining my conduct, I 
determine my conduct as my conscience dictates. 

Mr. Tavenner. Then you did not yield to the pressures of Moscow / 

Mrs. Heatry. I have already answered that question. 

Mr. Tavenner. You have not. 

Mrs. Heatry. I have answered that question within my understand- 
ing of the question. 

Mr. Tavenner. Does your answer mean to impart the idea that 
you did not submit to the pressures from Moscow ? 

Mrs. Heatry. I have submitted to no pressures or yield to no pres- 
sures from any source at any time. 

Mr. Tavenner. Including Moscow ? 

Mrs. Heartey. You have asked the question. I have answered it. 

The Cuairman. Will you answer the question / 

Mrs. Heater. Including Moscow, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you support the Foster faction, or the so- 
culled revisionists faction at that convention ? 

Mrs. Heatry. I decline to answer the question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you later change your support and attack the 
Foster faction ? 

Mrs. Hratry. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. I offer in evidence an article over the name of 
T. Timofeyev, appearing on page 104 of the March 1957 issue 
of International Affairs published in Moscow and ask that it be 
marked “Healey Exhibit No. 3.” 

The CuHatrMan. Yes, it will be. 

(Document marked “Healey Exhibit No. 8” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. Referring to the national convention of the Com- 
munist Party in New York in February of 1957, the writer states in 
part: 

An overwhelming majority voted against the idea of turning the Communist 
Party into a “political or educational association” and called for the strength- 
ening and consolidation of the Communist Party of the United States. 

The convention reaffirmed its loyalty to the principles of proletarion inter- 
nationalism. This point was made in the main reports and delegates’ speeches 
and also in the resolutions, in one of which the convention reemphasized the 
American Party’s loyalty to the “great principle of proletarian international- 
ism.” The preamble to the new party rules adopted at the convention upholds 
the cardinal principle that their common interests are the link uniting the work- 
ers of all countries. 
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Then I desire to read the final paragraph : 


Pursuing a policy based on tested Marxist-Leninist principles, and applying 
the great teachings of Marxism-Leninism to U.S. conditions, the American 
Communist Party will be able to utilize all the possibilities which exist for 
stepping up the struggle for the vital interests of the working class and the entire 
American people for peace, democratic freedoms, and social progress. 

Now, this is the statement from Moscow after the convention was 
held. Do you not agree that it places the stamp of Moscow’s approval! 
on basie subservience of the party in the United States to international! 
communism 

Mrs. Heatry. Would you read the question ? 

(Record read.) 

(The witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Heater. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you take any action at the convention in re- 
affirming loyalty to the principles of proletarian internationalism / 

Mrs. Heater. The same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. I refer you now to the closing paragraph which | 
have read, alluding to the utilization of all possibilities which exist for 
stepping up the struggle for peace, democratic freedoms and social] 
progress, and ask you to state how the struggle mentioned is to be 
waged. 

Mrs. Heatry. By whom? 

Mr. Tavenner. By the Communists. 

Mrs. HeaLry. Same answer. 

Mr. TAavenner. We find running through Communist Party litera- 
ture, like a thread through a garment, the term referred to here in 
Moscow of “peace, democratic freedoms, and social progress.” 

Mrs. Hearey. You will also find it in all the speeches and writings 
of our forefathers, Mr. Tavenner. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is the Communist meaning of those terms? 

Mrs. Hearty. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. It is noted that John Gates stated that he came into 
the Communist Party for the purpose of waging a fight for peace, 
democracy, and socialism, that on disbandment of the Daily Worker 
we find in the last issue headlines, “We will be back, fighting for 
peace, democracy, and socialism.” 

We find John Gates, after he has left the party, saying he proposed 
to continue the fight for peace, democracy, and socialism. What 
kind of Communist jargon is this which permits the use of those 
terms both within and without the Communist Party ? 

(Witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Heatey. Life would probably be much easier for both invest i- 
gating committee as well as for the ordinary citizen if words were 
allowed to mean what words say. The fact that I decline to answer 
these questions does not mean that I am accepting your assumption 
as to what the words mean or that they are jargon or any other rather 
colorful adjectives which you use to describe them. But I do decline 
to answer this question as well. 

Mr. Tavenner. Well, you see, the committee has found so many 
instances in which words used in their normal application have an 
entirely different meaning in the Communist Party. I am trying 
to at your answer as to the Communist Party meaning of these 
words. 
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Mrs. Hratey. There may be some validity in what you say insofar 
as this is concerned. I have found in reading all of these transcripts 
that I read while I was on my vacation of the people who appeared 
on this committee and then the committee’s statement afterwards that 
the committee has its own peculiar knack of not only making these 
assumptions but making them with a certain solemn declaration as 
if they are perforce what you say is true ij terms of the misreading, 
it, seems to me, of what is implied in anybody’s statement, 

I would, however, decline to answer this or any other question you 
ask in regard to these questions. 

Mr. ‘Tavenner. You have had considerable experience, have you 
not, with those who have recently withdrawn from the Communist 
Party ¢ 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you state whether or not those who have with- 
drawn have indicated to you an intention to continue the fight for 
peace, democracy, and socialism ¢ 

Mrs. Heatey. Well, I would come back to an earlier answer I gave 
you on this question, Mr. Tavenner, and that is that I again state 
that it is clear from the line of questions you are asking that the state- 
ment of the purposes that Congressman Walter gave in opening the 
hearing, and I would still challenge the legality of that statement, 
that it is clear, however, that these questions have absolutely no perti- 
nency to any possible legislation that the Congress of the United 
States could produce. 

Mr. Tavenner. You refuse to answer? 

Mrs. Heaney. And I decline to answer the question. 

Mr. Tavenner. After all is said and done, doesn’t it mean that the 
objectives of the Foster group in the Communist Party and the 
objectives of the so-called revisionists, with whom, our information 
is, that you have had some experience, is just the same except one is 
within the party and the other is without the party, organizationally 
speaking ¢ 

Mrs. Heaney. I just truthfully do not understand your question. 

Mr. Tavenner. Read the question. 

(Record read.) 

Mrs. Hrarey. I heard the question. I simply do not understand its 
intent. I don’t know what you mean. 

The Cuairman. Reframe your question. 

Mrs. Heatey. That one is within the Communist Party and the 
other is without the Communist Party. I just don’t know what you 
are referring to. 

Mr. Tavenner. I am asking you to reduce the question to a very 
‘pe form, whether or not the objective purposes of the Foster group 
within the Communist Party are the same as those who have pur- 
portedly left the Communist Party although they may not now be 
inembers of the same group. 

Mrs, Heater. Well, in addition to all of the grounds previously 
stated, when you ask me to give my opinion as to other people’s minds, 
what is in their minds, is really going far afield. Certainly I can 
see no pertinency or relevancy to the question. 

Mr. Tavenner. Let me correct that. I am not asking you what is 
in their minds. I prefaced my question by the statement that ac- 


| 
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cording to our information you have lad considerable experience 
with the so-called revisionists who have left the Communist Party. 
I am asking you to base your answer on your knowledge of their 
to you. 

rs. Heatey. I decline to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. John Gates, in the November 1956 issue of Politi- 
cal Affairs, in commenting upon those who left the party, states : 

I do not think that Starobin and those like him are lost to the cause of 
socialism, but will continue to contribute to it in their own way and I believe 
that in the end we will be reunited. 

Do you anticipate that the revisionists group will return to active 
participation within the organization of the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Heatey. Do I understand, Mr. Tavenner, you are now inves- 
tigating the question of the ideas and the activities of those who gen- 
erally believe in socialism ? 

Mr. Tavenner. No, I am asking you regarding plans of the Com- 
munist Party and those who apparently retain the same objectives. 

Mr. Marcouis. Plans? 

Mr. Tavenner. Plans. 

Mr. Mareouts. I think that is inconsistent with the question you 
asked. 

Mr. Tavenner. No. 

(Witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mr. Marcoris. I suggest we read back the record. 

The CHamman. Read the question. 

(Record read.) 

Mr. TavenneER. Now, answer the question. 

Mrs. Hrarry. I don’t quite understand. You talk about the antic- 
ipation of plans. Am I understanding you correctly ? 

Mr. Tavenner. The question is plain enough. 

Do you anticipate that the revisionist group— 

Mrs. Heater. Do I anticipate that people are planning to return to 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Tavenner. You could not very well know about it unless there 
Was some indication to you of an intention or plan te do it. 

The Cuamman. Has there been any indication that you know? 
Put it that way. 

Mrs. Hearry. I, of course, decline to-answer the question on the 
grounds previously stated, although I would again repeat that it is 
clear that the line of questioning goes further afield as the hearing 
continues in terms of pertinency to any legislation. 

Mr. Tavenner. Hasn’t the Communist Party made as one of its 
foremost objectives an effort to establish close alliance with the so- 
called revisionists who have left the wae and to bring them back into 
the party, organizationally speaking? 

Mrs. Hratry. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Returning now to the subject of directives from 
Moscow, is it not true that the French Communist, Jacques Duclos, 
once again addressed a letter to the Communist Party of the United 
States while the convention was in process or immediately prior 
: mere, in which he stressed the leading role of the Soviet Communist 

arty ¢ 

(Witness confers with her counsel. ) 
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Mrs. Heater. The reading of the press coverage of that convention 
would indicate that the letter that you were referring to from Jacques 
Duclos was rejected and Mr. Duclos, I understand from reading the 
press, was told that the American Communists would determine their 
own policies of the American Communists. 

Mr. Tavenner. What were the contents of that letter / 

Mrs. Heatry. My memory from the press is too scattered to re- 
member. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you learn of its existence other than through 
the press / 

Mrs. Heaey. I decline to answer the question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Weren't you on hand and didn't you, as a member 
of the national committee, receive that letter? 

Mrs. Heatry. I decline to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. You admit, then, that this is at least one instance 
in which the foreign Communist Party, the international party, en- 
deavored to influence the members of your convention / 

Mrs. Heater. Your assumptions are your own, Mr. Tavenner. I 
do not accept your assumptions on this or any other questions that you 
have raised, and my declining to answer should not be misunderstood 
that. Iam accepting the assumptions that are explicit in your questions. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did Steve Nelson, head of the Pittsburgh Commu- 
nists, at a predawn meeting of February 12, 1957, bring together the 
opposing leaders of the Communist Party and arrange the composi- 
tion of a caretaker’s committee for the party ? 

Mrs. Heatey. I decline to answer the question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. As a matter of fact, the main issues in the party 
were not settled at that convention, were they ¢ 

Mrs. Hearry. Well, I don’t what your interpretation is, what you 
are asking would call for, but I decline to answer the question anyway. 

Mr. Tavenner. Let us drop that subject for the moment. I will 
return to it later. 

Is it not true that the November 1957 declaration of the 12 Com- 
munist parties entered into in Moscow was another method used by 
Moscow to support the Foster faction in its traditional stand on 
internationalism 

(Witnesses confers with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Hearry. I would suggest you call either somebody from the 
Soviet Union or China or Poland or one of the 12 representatives 
of the 12 parties participating and ask them. 

Mr. Tavenner. As a member of the national committee and a very 
intelligent person, I am certain you would have no difficulty answer- 
ing these questions if you desire to. 

rs. Heater. I have already stated, sir, that I will be happy to 
answer these and all other questions before any group of interested 
people. For 30 years I have been looking for people, searching for 
people, to listen to what I think. TI would be delighted to have a 


forum to answer this or any other question. T will not do so before 


a committee whose very existence challenges the Constitution and the 
Bill of Rights. 
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Mr. Tavenner. I desire to offer in evidence a copy of a newspaper 
account of the meeting in Moscow, November 1957, of Communist 
Party leaders of the 12 nations in which Yugoslavia refused to join, 
and ask that it be marked “Exhibit No. 4.” 

The Cuarrman. So ordered. 

(Document marked “Healey Exhibit No. 4” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

The CratrMan. Did you attend this meeting with Steve Nelson 
and others that Mr. Tavenner just asked you about? 

Mrs. Hrarry. I decline to answer the question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. I will be glad to answer the questions outside of this 
hearing room under oath. 

(Witness confers with her counsel. ) 

Mr. TaveNNER. Would you agree that the burden of the declara- 
tion from Moscow is an affirmation of the leadership of Moscow in 
world communism and the pointing up of the necessity of fighting 
revisionism ? 

Mrs. Hratry. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. According to Political Affairs issue of January 
1958, the National Executive Committee, CPUSA, at a meeting held 
December 22, 1957, issued quite a lukewarm statement regarding the 
12-Party Declaration of allegiance to Moscow. 

Did you participate in the deliberations of that meeting? 

Mrs. Heatry. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. I offer and ask that it be marked “Healey Exhibit 
No. 5.” a copy of the article by the National Executive Committee, 
CPUSA, appearing in the January 1958 issue of Political Affairs. 

The CHatrman. It will be made a part of the record. 

(Document marked “Healey Exhibit No. 5” and retained in commit- 
tee files.) 

Mr. Tavenner. I have before me a copy of another statement made 
hy the National Executive Committee, CPUSA, entitled, “On The 
Peace Manifesto and the 12-Party Declaration” and appearing in the 
June 1958 issue of Political Affairs. T desire to offer it in evidence 
and ask that it be marked “Healey Exhibit No. 6.” 

The CHatrmMan. May I see it, please? 

Let it be made a part of the record. 

(Document marked “Healey Exhibit No. 6” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Tavennenr. This statement is not a lukewarm endorsement of 
the 12 

The CHamman. Before you go into that, this is by the national 
executive committee ? 

Mr. TAvENNER. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Are you a member of the national executive com- 
inittee ? 

Mrs. Hearry. I decline to answer the question. 

Mr. Tavenner. I may state for the record, Mr. Chairman, that she 
is not a member, although the committee has information that, she 
is a member of the National Committee of the Communist Party. 

The Crratrman. And the difference? 

Mr. Tavenner. One is the executive committee of the national 
committee, 

(Witness confers with her counsel. ) 
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Mr. Tavenner. As T was starting to say, this June 1958 statement. 
vy the national executive committee is not merely a lukewarm en- 
dorsement, it is a welcoming of the action taken by the Moscow 
12 Party declarations. It welcomes it in this language. It welcomes 
It “as renewed evidence of the great contribution to world peace and 
secial progress” and said that the American Communists must truly 
study and systematically discuss it. 

Now I would like to ask you this question: It appears from our study 
of these two separate actions that in the first one that was taken, that 
is, the lukewarm endorsement, that the motion was voted for, or in 
favor of, by John Gates and his friend and it was opposed by William 
Z. Foster, Eugene Dennis, Benjamin Davis, James E. Jackson, and 
Bob Thompson. 

Can you explain that to the committee / 

Mrs. Heatry. Can I explain the action of the voting of other 
people? 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes. Explain why the John Gates faction en- 
dorsed this lukewarm reception of the declaration whereas Foster and 
his group voted against it. 

Mrs. Heatey. I would answer that on the same grounds previously 
stated 

Mr. Tavenner. In other words, you refuse to answer / 

Mrs. Herarry. That is right. 

Mr. Tavenner. What change came about which enabled the Na- 
tional Executive Committee to change its attitude and give it a warm 
welcome ¢ 

Mrs. Heauey. I decline to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Isn't it because after the adjournment of the con- 
vention, with the aid and assistance of Moscow, Foster had become 
firmly seated in the saddle in the organization of the Communist 
Party in the United States / 

Mrs. Hearry. I decline to answer on these same grounds. 

Mr. Taverner. While these factional fights were progressing on the 
national level, what organizational change was made in the Communist 
Party in California / 

Mrs. Hearry. I decline to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. ‘Tavenner. Is it true that at the California State Convention of 
the Communist Party held on January 19-20, 1957, action was taken 
to establish the Communist Party of California in the form of two 
districts, the Southern California District and the Northern Cali- 
fornia District ¢ 

Mrs. Hrarry. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you define the geographic boundaries of the 
two new districts / 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is not the boundary between the two this: that the 
area north of Santa Barbara and Kern Counties is the northern dis- 
trict ? 

Mrs. HEALEY. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. And that the States of Arizona and Nevada bound 
both districts on the east ? 

Mrs. Heatry. Same answer. 

Mr. ‘Tavenner. And Mexico on the south? 


| 
| 


36 COMMUNISM IN SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA AREA 


Mrs. Hravey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavennek. Isn’t it true that you are chairman of the newly 
created Southern California District at this time ? 

Mrs. Hratry. Same answer. 

Mr. ‘Tavenner. Does not your organization call for the establish- 
ment of a district council composed of 62 members / 

Mrs. Heatry. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. And from this district council of 62 members, is 
there not a district executive board patterned after the executive 
committee of the national organization composed of 10 members ¢ 

Mrs. Heatey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you not the chairman of this executive board ¢ 

Mrs. Heatey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was one Don Wheeldin a member of this executive 
board of the district council prior to March 26, 1958! 

Mrs. Heratey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is yours or is the Southern California District di- 
vided into 28 sections? Am I wrong about that / 

Mrs. Same answer. 

( Witness confers with her counsel. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. Did Don Wheeldin resign from the Communist 
Party on March 26, 1958? 

Mrs. Heatry. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. According to our information, that would leave 
nine presently on the executive board of the district council. Is 
Horace V. Alexander a member of that executive board ? 

Mrs. Hreatey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is Thomas Creed a member ? 

Mrs. Heatey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is Cornelius Crowe a member / 

Mrs. Heatey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is Ben Dobbs a member ? 

Mrs. Heatey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is James Frederick Forest a member ? 

Mrs. Heatey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is Bernard Lusher a member ? 

Mrs. Heater. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is Charlene Mitchell a member ? 

Mrs. Hrarry. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is Nemmy Sparks a member? 

Mrs. Heatey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you state whether or not it is contemplated. 
as far as you may have any control over the matter, that William 
Taylor, formerly of Washington, D.C., is slated to become a member 
of the executive board at your next meeting, which I believe is in 
October ? 

Mrs. Heater. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. When is the next meeting? 

Mrs. Hratey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Chairman, this would be a good time for a 
5-minute break. 

The Cuatrman. We will have a recess of 5 minutes. 

(Members present : Representatives Walter and Tuck. ) 

(Short recess. ) 
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(Members present : Representatives Walter and Tuck. ) 

The Cuamman. Proceed, Mr. Tavenner. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was an organizational meeting of the newly formed © 
Southern District of the Communist Party of California held in Los 
Angeles on April 13 and 14, 1957? 

Mrs. Heatry. I decline to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer in evidence nu- 
merous papers relating to the convention, including resolutions 
adopted and, in one instance, a resolution which was not voted out 
by the resolutions committee. 

The Cuarrman. These are resolutions considered at an executive 
session / 

Mr. Tavenner. The one resolution I mentioned was considered at 
a meeting of the resolutions committee and was not voted out, but 
another resolution on the same subject was voted out. 

The Cnamman. All right. 

Mr. Tavenner. I will ask the witness questions regarding that 
when we arrive at it. 

There is the organizational convention of the new district formed 
in southern California of which our information indicates that the 
witness was the chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Was this a public meeting? 

Mr. TavenneR. No, sir. 

Our information is that very definite security provisions were made 
regarding those who attended the meeting. 

These documents are as follows: 

Report to Southern California District Convention by Dorothy” 
Ray Healey. 

(Healey Exhibit No. 7) 


(For text of document see Exhibit I of the Report on the Southern California 
District of the Communist Party, H. Rept. No. 259, April 3, 1959, p. 57) 


Mr. Tavenner. Trade Union Resolution, Southern California Dis- 
trict Convention, 
(Healey Exhibit No. 8) 


(For text of document see Exhibit II of the Report on the Southern California 
District of the Communist Party, H. Rept. No, 259, April 3, 1959, p. 66) 


Mr. Tavenner. Rules of the Convention. 


(Healey Exhibit No. 9) 


(For text of document see Exhibit IX of the Report on the Southern California 
District of the Communist Party, H. Rept. No. 259, April 8, 1959, p. 77) 


Mr. Tavenner. Resolution offered by the Constitution and Organi- 
zational Committee for action by the convention. 


(Healey Exhibit No. 10) 


(For text of document see Exhibit XI of the Report on the Southern California 
District of the Communist Party, H. Rept. No. 259, April 3, 1959, p. 82) 


Mr. ‘Tavenner. Copy of a letter dated April 12, 1957, from the 
People’s World, Los Angeles staff to the delegates to the convention. 
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(Healey Exhibit No. 11) 


(For text of document see Exhibit VII of the Report on the Southern California 
District of the Communist Party, H. Rept. No. 259, April 3, 1959, p. 75) 


Mr. Tavenner. Resolution on a Negro-Labor Alliance. 


(Healey Exhibit No. 12) 


(For text of document see Exhibit III of the Report on the Southern California 
District of the Communist Party, H. Rept. No. 259, April 3, 1959, p. 69) 


Mr. Tavenner. An excerpt from the California Eagle, a publica- 
tion bearing date, April 11 (1957), relating to a joint mass pilgrimage 
to Washington of 100,000 people set for May 17. 

(Document marked “Healey Exhibit No. 13” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Tavenner. A Resolution by Subcommittee on Mexican Work. 
I hand this document to the witness and ask whether or not this reso- 
lution was killed in the subcommittee. 

(Document marked “Healey Exhibit No. 14° and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Tavenner. And was not voted out. 

Mrs. Hratey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. A Resolution on Mexican Work. 


(Healey Exhibit No. 15) 


(For text of document see Exhibit IV of the Report on the Southern California 
District of the Communist Party, H. Rept. No. 259, April 8, 1959, p. 70) 


The Cramman. The first resolution you showed was a resolution 
that was proposed and rejected ¢ 

Mr. Tavenner. And, according to our information, rejected. 

The CuairmMan. Was this a resolution offered by the witness / 

Mr. Tavenner. No. 

The Cuairman. What connection did she have with it / 

Mr. Tavenner. She was chairman of the meeting and had filed 
a report on the subject of Mexican matters as well as all of these 
other resolutions. 

The Cuamman. Were all these furnished you by the witness / 

Mr. Tavenner. No, sir; she has not furnished them. 

The Cuatrmanx. How many people attended this meeting / 

Mr. Tavenner. I would like to ask the witness how many were in 
attendance at this meeting. 

Mrs. Heater. I decline to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Didn't 125 attend the first day and 140-odd the 
second day 

Mrs. Hearry. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. The Jewish People in the United States. 


(Healey Exhibit No. 16) 


(For text of document see Exhibit V of the Report on the Southern California 
District of the Communist Party, H. Rept. No. 259, April 3, 1959, p. 71) 


Mr. Tavenner. A Resolution on the People’s World. 
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(Healey Exhibit No. 17) 


(For text document see Exhibit VI of the Report on the Southern California 
District of the Communist Party, H. Rept. No. 259, April 3, 1959, p. 74) 


Mr. Tavenner. A reprint from the April 9, 1957, Daily Worker 
relating to the text of the Harry Bridges letter to George Meany. 

(Document marked “Healey Exhibit No. 18” and retained in com- 
inittee files. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. Constitution of the Communist Party, U.S.A. 
(adopted by the 16th National Convention, February 9-12, 1957). 

(Document marked “Healey Exhibit No. 19” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Tavenner. Report of the Constitution and Organization Com- 


mittee. 
(Healey Exhibit No. 20) 


(For text of document see Exhibit X of the Report on the Southern California 
District of the Communist Party, H. Rept. No. 259, April 3, 1959, p. 78) 


Mr. Tavenner. Communist Party Convention, an editorial. 

(Document marked “Healey Exhibit No. 21” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. It appears from your report to the convention, 
Healey Exhibit No. 7, that one of the specific programs assigned to the 
Southern California Communists is the formation of an antimonopoly 
coalition. Is this the latest expression of the Communist Party in its 
struggle to destroy free enterprise in the United States ¢ 

Mrs. Heater. This—is that subversive to be against monopolies in 
the United States, Mr. Tavenner ? 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you answer the question ¢ 

Mrs. Hearry. I do not think it is pertinent to the inquiry, legislative 
inquiry, that the Congressman announced as the purpose of this com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Tavenner. May I have a direction that the witness answer ? 

The Cuatrman. You are directed to answer. 

Mrs. Hratry. I decline to answer on all the grounds previously 
stated, and in addition the ground of pertinency. 

Mr. Tavenner. In your discussion of the subject of monopoly, do 
you use that term in the sense of the free enterprise system in the 
United States? 

(Witness confers with her counsel. ) 

Mrs. Hearey. I decline to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. I ask you if it is not a fact that in the Communist 
use of the language that you are going to struggle against monopoly, 
—_ ns struggle against the free enterprise system of the United 
States ¢ 

Mrs. Heatry. I would imagine, Mr. Tavenner, that Communists use 
the word “monopoly” the way all other Americans use the word 
—i. and that is referring to the giant trusts that have a 
stranglehold on the free economy. 

Mr. Tavennenr. Is that the way you use it? 

Mrs. Heatey. I decline to answer the question. 

Mr. Tavenner. It is also noted from‘this report, that is Healey 
Exhibit 7, that the Communist Party is not satisfied with the struggle 
for socialism, but that it demands participation in class and national 
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struggles in order to convert non-Communists to revolutionary con- 
sciousness. Does that mean that the Communist Party is seeking to 
stir the masses into revolutionary action ¢ 

Mrs, Heater. I decline to answer the question on the grounds previ- 
ously stated, the grounds being based on the 10th amendment, on the 
Ist amendment, the 5th amendment, and pertinency, all four being in- 
cluded in all previous answers. 

Mr. Tavenner. May I have a direction / 

The Cuamrman. You are directed to answer the question. 

Mrs. Heatey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. It is stated in the report that the entire Communist 
Party in Southern California is called upon to concern itself with the 
sirtisbeins of labor so that labor can move effectively to influence the 
affairs of the Nation and finally lead it. 

Is that a Communist Party expression to the effect that the Com- 
munist Party by this means has determined to establish the dictator- 
ship of the proletariat ? 

Mrs. Heatry. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. By having a Communist government / 

Mrs. Heatey. Same answer, although do I understand your ques- 
tion that you are making synonymous a government led by labor with 
what you call the dictatorship of the proletraiat ? 

Mr. Tavenner. I am asking you whether or not you are urging in 
your report that the Communist Party concern itself with labor so that 
labor could finally lead the Government. I am asking you whether 
or not you mean by that if that is a step in the establishment of the 
dictatorship of the proletariat 4 

Mrs. HeaLey. Same answer, Mr. Tavenner. 

Mr. ‘Tavenner. Your report also states that “The working classes 
strive to fulfill the expression of imternationalism.” I will ask you: 

Do you not mean by this that as a practical matter labor must sup- 
port or the masses must support the policies of the Soviet Union ? 

Mrs. Heatey. Before I answer the specific question, I might point 
out to you, Mr. Tavenner, that I believe it was President Abraham 
Lincoln who declared the strongest bond in the world is that which 
unites the working people of the world. However, in regard to your 
specific question, in regard to the question you asked, I decline to 
unswer on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Didn’t you change your views later to the extent 
that you were a violent opponent of the execution of Nagy? 

Mrs. Herarey. I decline to answer the question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. TavenNer. Your report makes a part of the Communist Party 
program in southern California a campaign to withdraw our forces 
from Europe; does it not? 

Mrs. Heatey. I decline to answer the question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Actually, the Communist Party is serving as a 
willing tool for the foreign policy of the Soviet Union; isn’t that 
correct 

Mrs. Heatey. That is your assumption. I decline to answer the 
question on the grounds previously stated; and the fact that I am 
declining to answer it does not mean in any way that I agree with 
your assumption. 


( 

] 

a 

0 

a 

t] 

re 

le 

of 

in 

on 
it 

me 

ad 

vic 

sti 

] 

hib 

dre 

( 

} 

7 


COMMUNISM IN SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA AREA 41 


Mr. 'Tavenner. Does not your report demonstrate that to be the 
fact—that the Communist Party of the United States is being used as 
a tool for the promotion of the foreign policy of the Soviet Union ? 

Mrs. Heaury. I decline to answer on the grounds previously stated, 
although I will repeat again that as far as I am concerned and as far 
as a lifetime of conscious political thinking and activity is concerned, 
I have never been the tool of anyone or any country. 

Mr. Tavenner. But you have echoed in this report the directions 
of the National Committee of the Communist Party; have you not? 

Mrs. Heraury. I decline to answer on the grounds previously stated 
although I would state again that never in my life have I said or 
acted in any way other than the dictates of my own conscience. 

Mr. Tavenner. And you are having trouble in the Communist 
Party because of it; are you not ? 

Mrs. Heatey. I decline to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. TAveNNER. Will you tell us how this factional fight, between 
the Foster faction and the so-called revisionists on a national level, 
affected the Communist Party in the Southern District of California 
of which you were and still are the chairman? 

Mrs. Heartry. That is a very broad question, Mr. Tavenner. 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes, and I am giving you quite a bit of latitude to 
answer it. How does it affect it ¢ 

Mrs. Hearey. I decline the invitation, sir. I refuse to answer on 
the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Let us start out by this. Did you not have many 
resignations as a result of it ? 

Mrs. Hratry. I beg your pardon / 

Mr. Tavenner. Didn’t you have many resignations from the South- 
ern District of California as a result of these factional differences ? 

Mrs. Heatey. I decline to answer; same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Wasn’t the second manifestation in the form of a 
letter of grievances to the national committee signed by 22 members 
of your district? Wasn’t that a manifestation ? 

Mrs. Heatey. Well, I am not responsible for your assumptions or 
interpretations of any questions, but I decline to answer the question 
on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do not let us call it a manifestation. Let us call 
it a fact. Is it not a fact that a letter of grievances, signed by 22 
members of the Communist Party from the Los Angeles district, was 
addressed to the National Committee, Communist Party U.S.A. ? 

Mrs. Hrarey. I decline to answer the question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated although what this has to do with the legislation, I am 
still very much in the dark. } 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer in evidence as ex- 
hibit 22, a copy of a letter bearing date of December 14, 1957, ad- 
dressed to the National Committee—— 

(Witness confers with her counsel. 

Mr. Tavenner. Of the Communist Party of the United States, 
signed by a number of people. 

The Cuamman. It will be made a part of the record. 
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(Healey Exhibit No. 22) 


(For text of document see Report on the Southern California District of the 
Communist Party, H. Rept. No. 259, April 3, 1959, p. 19) 


Mr. Tavenner. It is noted that this letter is signed by the full 
names of some individuals; it is signed by the first name and middle 
initial of others: and in some cases it is signed by merely a first name. 

Will you help us, please, to identify the names of these signatories 
to this letter? 

Mr. ‘Tavenner. There appears here the name of Bebe, Boyle 
Heights. Does that indicate the name of Beatrice Goldstein of Boyle 
Heights, a section of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mrs. Hearey. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Taverner. The name Ada, Boyle Heights. Does that indi- 
cate the name of Ada Dobbs ¢ 

Mrs. Hratry. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Celeste, Zapata. Does that indicate the name of 
Celeste Strack Kaplan, of the Zapata Section of the Communist 
Party 

Mrs. Hrauey. Same answer. 

* a * ae 


Mr. Tavenner. The name Elizabeth, Moranda Smith. Does that 
indicate that is the name of Elizabeth Ricardo Jackson, of the Mo- 
randa Smith Section of the Communist Party / 

Mrs. Hratrey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. There is a second name of Elizabeth, Echo Park. 
Does that indicate the name of Elizabeth Spector of the Echo Park 
Section of the Communist Party / 

Mrs. Heatey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is Elizabeth Spector the wife of Frank Spector / 

Mrs. Heatry. Same answer. 

Mr. ‘Tavenner. Frank Carlson, Boyle Heights. Are you ac- 
quainted with him? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Another name on this paper is Frank Spector, 
Echo Park. Are you acquainted with Frank Spector ? 

Mrs. Hratry. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Henry Steinberg, Valley 22. Does that indicate 
Henry Steinberg is of the Valley 22 Section of the Communist Party / 

Mrs. Heatry. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Joe, Valley 22. Does that indicate the name of 
Joe Gavron of the Valley 22 Section of the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Heatey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. The name Kappy, Miscellaneous Industrial. Does 
that indicate the name of Leonard referred to as Kappy Kaplan? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Of the Miscellaneous Industrial Section of the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Lil C, Boyle Heights. Does that indicate Lillian Carlson of the 
isovle Heights Section of the Communist. Party 

Mrs. Same answer. 
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Mr. TaveNNER. Lois Newman, San Gabriel. Does that indicate 
Lois Newman is of the San Gabriel Section of the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Heatey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Lou B. Building Trades. Does that indicate Louis 
Baron as a member of the Building Trades Section of the Communist 
Party ? 

Mis. Heatey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mort Newman, Miscellaneous Industrial. Does 
that indicate that he was a member of the Miscellaneous Industrial 
Section of the Communist Party? 

Mrs. Hratey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Phil, Western. Does it indicate Phil Rafalow of 
the Western Division of the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Heatry. Same answer. 

* x * * * 


Mr. 'TavENNER. Sid, Miscellaneous Industrial. Does that indicate 
Sid London of the Miscellaneous Industrial Section of the Commu- 
nist Party? 

Mrs. Heatey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Sophie, West Adams. Does that indicate Sophie 
Kishner of the West Adams Club of the Communist Party? 

Mrs. Heatey. Same answer. 

* * * % * * * 


Mr. Tavenner. Did you participate directly or indirectly in the 
preparation of that letter of grievances? 

Mrs. Hratey. Same answer. 

Mr. TavenNER. Weren’t you accused by Max Steinberg at the meet- 
of July 27, 1958, of the Southern California District Council of the 
Communist Party that you had a part in the preparation of the letter 
of the Los Angeles 22? 

Mrs. Heater. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you deny Max Steinberg’s charges ? 

Mrs. Hratey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Who were its authors ? 

Mrs. Hratey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. It is noted that this letter contains a recommenda- 
tion that the present structure of the party be made more flexible so 
that membership in the present type of party club is not necessarily 
a requirement for adherence to the Communist Party organization. 
Do you recall that ? 

Mrs. Heatrey. Same answer. 

Mr. TavenneR. Do you need me to reread that? 

Mrs. Hratry. I wouldn’t. I would decline to answer any questions 
in regard to it, so that it isn’t necessary. 

Mr. Tavenner. You mean you are not listening to these questions 
because you have made up your mind that you are not going to answer ? 

Mrs. Heater. It would be impossible to avoid listening, Mr. Taven- 
ner, as both of us know. Of course, I would. It is clear also that you 
are just continuing in what. you will forgive me if I will say is a rather 
willful, wasteful use of taxpayers’ money by continuation of a line of 
questions which you already know I am not going to answer. 
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Mr. Tavennen. If it is the taxpayers’ money, I lay the charge right 
at your door for refusing to make the effort profitable. 

(Counsel confers with the witness. ) 

Mrs. Heater. No; 1 think, Mr. Tavenner, that the aggressor usually 
is the one who is held responsible for the violation, not the victim. | 
did not invite the committee to come here. I did not ask for a sub- 
pena. I did not desire to appear. 

Mr. Tavenner. It is well known that the Communist Party desires 
to hide all of its manipulations, and we are trying to uncover some 
of them. 

Mrs. Heatey. I have already stated, Mr. Tavenner, and let me repeat 
it again, that there is nothing in my lifetime that I am trying to hide. 
I will be very glad to answer all questions in regard to my own opin- 
ions and my own activities, my lifetime of pursuit of democracy—and 
I know you do not like the word—before any group of Americans. 
T will not in any way yield to the violation of the Constitution which 
this committee perpetrates by its insistence on inquiring into a for- 
bidden area. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you recall now the question that I asked you? 

Mrs. Heatey. You were asking me in regard to a quotation from a 
document you have before you as to whether or not I remembered 
something was in there. 

Mr. Tavenner. Let me repeat the question. 

This letter contains a recommendation—I am speaking now of the 
letter of grievances written by the 22 Los Angeles members of the 
Communist Party—that the present structure of the party be. made 
more flexible so that membership in the present type of party club 
is not necessarily a requirement for adherence to the organization. 

Does this not indicate that those withdrawing or contemplate with- 
drawing from the Communist Party because of factional differences 
are doing so in name only? 

(Witness confers with ‘th counsel.) 

Mr. Tavenner. And that they are still for all essential purposes 
adherents to the Communist Party organization ? 

Mrs. Heater. Let me ask you, Mr. Tavenner, are you pursuing this 
line of inquiry in order that you can later make a very interesting 
sounding statement that the witness refused to answer some 500 
questions or something? TI am really curious as to why the persist- 
ence in the Jine of inquiry. 

Mr. Tavenner. May I ask that the witness be directed to answer! 

The CHairmen. The witness is directed to answer. 

Mrs. Heatery. I decline to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr Tavenner. Did you support that recommendation 

Mrs. Heatry. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you have anything to do with the preparation 
of that letter? 

Mrs. Heatry. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. A paragraph in this letter expresses the conviction 
that all avenues must be sought for unity with forces who have left 
the party. Does this not indicate the desire on the part of the writers 
of the letter to still remain affiliated or to secure reafiiliation with the 


Communist Party of those who had left because of revisionist views, 
so-called revisionist views? 
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Mrs. Hearry. I will repeat again, Mr. ‘Tavenner, that your contin- 
uation in the line of inquiry only documents my earlier statement 
that this is not a genuine inquiry. It is not a bona fide inquiry for 
the purposes of legislation, that by hook or by crook the committee is 
still attempting to find a way of evading the Supreme Court deci- 
sion on the Watkins and Sweezy cases. If the committee is really 
interested in investigating subversive activities, for instance on May 
18, J. Edgar Hoover announced that in violation of Federal law he 
was tapping 90 telephones. This is a committee in regard to the 
upholding supposedly ostensibly of the laws of the United States. 

The Cnatrman. We know what the purpose is. Certainly we have 
nothing to do with the tapping of telephones. 

Mrs. Heater. But it would seem to me if your concern is with the 
framework of the Government that you would at least take a position 
and call before this committee under subpena, Mr. Hoover to answer 
for his violations of Federal law. 

The Cuatrman. We have nothing whatsoever to do with that type 
of activity. 

Mr. i remmae What action was taken by the National Committee 
of the Communist Party on this letter of grievances ? 

Mrs. Heatry. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. What action did you take? 

Mrs. Heater. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. I hand you what purports to be a copy of “Com- 
ments on the Status of the Party” by Dorothy Ray Healey. I will 
ask you to identify it as a treatise prepared by you as a result of 
the letter of grievances. Will you identify its contents as a treatise 
prepared by you? 

Mrs. Heatey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. I desire to offer this document in evidence and ask 
that it be marked “Healey Exhibit No. 23.” 


(Healey Exhibit No. 23) 


(For text of document see Exhibit XII of the Report on the Southern California 
District of the Communist Party, H. Rept. No. 259, April 3, 1959, p. 83) 


Mr. Tavenner. Was this treatise handed down by you on March 9, 
1958, to the 62 members of your district council for discussion on a 
section level? 

Mrs. Heatey. Same answer. 

Mr. TavenNeR. Was this document a reversal of your position taken 
previously at the April 1957 organizational meeting of your district, 
on matters relating to the National Convention of the Communist 
Party held in February 1957? 

Mrs. Heater. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you not charge or undertake in this document 
to severely criticize the national leadership of the Communist Party 
for not having fulfilled what you call the responsibilities placed on it 
by the Sixteenth National Convention ? 

Mrs. Heatry. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Among leaders of the Communist Party whom you 
criticized in this document were Eugene Dennis, James Jackson, James 
Allen, and William Z. Foster; is that not true? 

Mrs. Heater. Same answer. 
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Mr. Tavenner. Were you charged by Ben Davis of “Titoism” as a 
result of your opposition to the leadership of the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Hearzy. ame answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you not by this criticism endeavored to set 
up a type of dendiership in the Southern District of California to differ 
in its purposes from the national leadership of the Communist Party 
with you at its head? 

Mrs. Heater. Same answer. 

Mr. TavenNER. Doesthe Communist Party permit this type of oppo- 
sition to its national leaders? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. TavennerR. Do you not consider that this action on your part has 
caused your days to be numbered as a member of the National Com- 
mittee of the Communist Party? 

Mrs. Heautey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. It is noted in this document that you claim the 
clistinction of having your district provide leadership on such political 
fronts as the H-bomb, Little Rock, and the South in general, and the 
1958 elections? That is a quotation from your document. What 
leadership have you furnished in each of these instances or fields? 

Mrs. Heatrey. Same answer. 

Mr. TavenneR. What means have you adopted to take part in the 
H-bomb campaign ¢ 

Mrs. Heater. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did it include— 

(Counsel confers with the witness. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. Did it include the selection of a member of the 
Communist Party to make public talks on the subject of the H—bomb 
under the pretense that he was a scientist without revelation of the 
fact that he had been a member of the Communist Party? 

Mrs. Hratey. Same answer, although are you going into the field of 
inguiry, Mr. Tavenner, that opposition to the H-bomb is something 
that this committee has any considered right at all that it can legislate 
against ? 

a Mr. Tavenner. I am going into the subject, as you well know, for 
the reason of showing what the Communist Party is actually doing 
here, and as far as we can ascertain, the purposes. 

Mrs. Heatry. But isn’t this all in an area that is already very em- 
phatically protected by the first amendment and that the Supreme 
Court has rebuked this committee on this in the past for going into 
areas that are forbidden by the first ? 

The Cuarrman. Go ahead, Mr. Tavenner. 

Mr. Tavenner. What means have you used to exert Communist in- 
fluence at Little Rock and the South generally referred to in your 
document ? 


Mrs. Heater. I would urge that the most pressing thing in this 
country right now is the question which at this point happens to be 
centered around Little Rock. Again I would say that the committee 
is really to fulfill its ostensible obligation and inquire into those who 
are fomenting force and violence in Little Rock, to deprive citizens 


of constitutional rights, would be in the order of the day. 
Mr. Tavennrr. On February 25, 1957, in the issue of the New 
Leader, to which I have referred earlier, there is an article “U.S. Com- 
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munists Convene” by Walter K. Lewis. I will read one section of a 
paragraph from that article: 

The Communists directed special emphasis to the Negro question in their 
declaration of principles and Carl Rachlin reported that a major effort to infil- 
trate the National Association for the Advancement of Colored People and the 
National Urban League should be anticipated. 

Have you endeavored to carry out what is indicated to be anticipated 
in that field ? 

Mrs. Heatry. It seems to me that this line of questioning, Mr. 
Tavenner, particularly at this moment, is a shameful thing, when you 
know as well as I know and probably even better because you are 
more acquainted with the South in a personal sense than I am, the 
gross attacks and violations and persecutions against Negro children 
that are taking place, that you would attempt to carry out what is a 
clear line of propaganda—— 

The Cuarrman. Will you answer the question ? 

Mrs. Hratry. On the part of Southern supremacies by carrying on 
this line of inquiry, it would seem to me to be one of the most reprehen- 
sible acts of this committee in its history. Negro children are being 
deprived of the rights of education. 

he Cuarrman. Mrs. Healey——— 

Mrs. Heatry. You know and I know that, and, Congressman Wal- 
ter, you know it, and that you would attempt—— 

The CHarrMAN. Just a moment. 

Mrs. Hearry. To turn this terrible thing around into something 
that seeks at this point not only your purpose—— 

The Cuamman. Are you doing it? 

Mrs. Hearry. I decline to answer the question on all the grounds 
previously stated before and I would repeat again the fact that I am 
declining to answer in no way involves any assumption that your 
questions have any relevancy or validity. 

Mr. Tavenner. In what manner have you sought to use the Com- 
munist influence in the 1958 elections of which you make boast in your 
document ? 

Mrs. Heatry. It is a well-known fact, unfortunately, and tragically, 
that every time California has an election, or almost every time Calli- 
fornia has an election, this committee appears on the scene. It seems 
that again the merry and weary farce is repeating itself. If I were I 
would have a constitutional right to do it. Any questions of election 
activities are certainly so patently forbidden from this committee to 
— into that I decline to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

r. TAVENNER. You know very well that I am speaking of Com- 
munist Party plans, not what —_ do as individuals. So what are 
you doing as the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Hratey. I repeat again the answer that I gave you earlier, and 
that the Supreme Court in upholding the Constitution has already 
stated that the activities of the Communist Party as activities are 
protected by the first amendment and if there are any illegal activities 
concerned there are agencies of the Government to take care of them. 
I repeat again to you, gentlemen, the fact that after some 30 years 
and after 6 months’ time with 25 FBI informers poeenin y there 
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could be found no proof that I have ever in my life en 
illegal activities, in any conspiratorial activities of the 
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prohibited, should be indication of the fact that the committee simply 
must carry on this type of thing not for the purpose of any genuine 
legislative purpose that would be of any help or interest to the people 
of the United States, but simply as a further attack on the Constitu- 
tion. 

Mr. Tavenner. How, if at all, did your treatise affect the Los 
Angeles 22 who signed the letter of grievances? 

ioe. Hearty. I decline to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. I hand you what purports to be a copy of a letter 
of resignation to the National Committee, Communist Marty of the 
United States, bearing date March 26,1958, and ask whether you are 
familiar with its contents [handing letter to the witness]. 

Mrs. Hearry. I decline to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. I desire to offer the letter in evidence and ask that 
it be marked “Healey Exhibit No. 24.” 

The CuarrmMan. It will be madea part of the record. 


(Healey Exhibit No, 24) 


(For text of document see Report on the Southern California District of the 
Communist Party, H. Rept. No. 259, April 3, 1959, p. 22) 

Mr. Tavenner. This letter of March 26, 1958, addressed to the 
National Committee, Communist Party of the United States, is signed 
by 16 people from southern California, some from northern California, 
resigning from the Communist Party and stating the reasons therefor. 

Did you have anything to do with the preparation of that letter of 
resignation ? ; 

Mrs. Heatry. I decline to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you consulted about it? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. This letter clearly shows by its language and posi- 
tive declaration that it is the purpose of this group when the time is 
ripe to form an organization which will continue to advance com- 
munism in the United States. 

Will you tell the committee what knowledge you have regarding 
any such plan ? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have overtures been made to you to resign from 
the Communist Party and join this group ? 

Mrs. Heatry. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Chairman, at this point I go into another sub- 
ject. I do not know whether or not you want to stop here for lunch. 

The Cuamman. We will take a break. We will resume the hear- 
ings at 2 o’clock. 

(Members present : Representatives Walter and Tuck.) 

(Whereupon, at 12:25 p.m., Tuesday, September 2, 1958, a recess 
was taken until 2:10 p.m., this same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION--TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 2, 1958 


‘The hearing was resumed at 2:10 p.m., pursuant to the recess. 

The Cuarrman. The committee will be in order. 

(Committee members present: Representatives Walter and ‘Tuck. ) 
The Cuarrman. Are you ready, Mr. Margolis? 
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Mr. Marcouis. Yes. 
The Cuatrman. Proceed, Mr. Tavenner. 


TESTIMONY OF DOROTHY RAY HEALEY, ACCOMPANIED BY 
COUNSEL, BEN MARGOLIS—Resumed 


Mr. 'Tavenner. Did you attend as a delegate a meeting of the Na- 
tional Committee of the Communist Party, U.S.A., held in New York 
City on June 28-29, 1958 ? 

Mrs. THeatry. I decline to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. 'Tavenner. Was Ben Dobbs one of the representatives or dele- 
gates to that meeting from the Southern District of California? 

Mrs. Hearry. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was Charlene Alexander Mitchell a delegate to 
that meeting from the Southern District of California? 

Mrs. Heatry. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner- Was Pettis Perry a delegate to that meeting? 

Mrs. Hreatry. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. From southern California ? 

Mrs, Heatey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was there an enlarged meeting of the District 
Council of the Southern District of California Communist Party and 
(‘ommunist Party functionaries held at 607 South Western Avenue, 
Los Angeles, on Sunday, July 27, 1958, the purpose of which was to 
receive a report from delegates to the national committee meeting held 
on June 28 in New York City ? 

Mrs. Heatey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is it not correct that the majority report to the 
district council meeting that I referred to consisted of a copy of the 
Report of Eugene Dennis to the National Committee, CPUSA, pre- 
sented on June 28, 1958; a copy of the Labor Policy statement adopted 
hy the National Committee, CPUSA, June 29, 1958, and a copy of a 
report to National Committee, June 28, 1958, On the Work and Con- 
solidation of the Party by Bob Thompson? My question is: Did not 
those three reports constitute the majority report to the Southern Dis- 
trict Council of the California Communist Party? 

Mrs. Heatry. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavennenr. I offer in evidence, Mr. Chairman and ask that the 
report of Eugene Dennis be marked “Healey Exhibit 25,” the report 
On the Work and Consolidation of the party by Bob Thompson be 
marked “Healey Exhibit 26.” 

(Documents marked “Healey Exhibits Nos. 25 and 26 respectively.) 
(For text of documents see Exhibits XV and XVI of the Report on the Southern 

California District of the Communist Party, H. Rept. No. 259, April 3, 1959, 

pp. 100 and 110, respectively ) 

Mr. Tavenner. Also the report of the labor policy statement 
adopted by the National Committee, CPUSA., as “Healey Exhibit 
No. 27.” 


(Document marked “Healey Exhibit No. 27,” and retained in committee files) 


The Carman. They will be so marked. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you take the floor at the district council egeoeeary, 
held on July 27, to which I refered, and announce that you woul 
make a minority report on what took place at the national committee 
meeting of June 28, 1958? 
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Mrs. Heater. Same answer. 

(Witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you not at this district council meeting dis- 
approve of the report of Dennis insofar as it related to Yugoslavia, 
France, and the execution of Nagy ? 

Mrs. Heatey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. You understand that my reference to Yugoslavia 
and France has reference to the Communist Party of those countries‘ 

Mrs. Heater. I understood. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was a resolution introduced at the national com- 
mittee meeting, June 28, opposing the execution of Nagy? 

Mrs. Heater. Same answer, Mr. Tavenner. 

Mr. TavennEr. Was this resolution proposed by a Oe f on the na- 
tional committee generally referred to as the Healey bloc / 

Mrs. Heater. Same answer, Mr. Tavenner. 

The CHatrman. The Healey faction ? 

Mrs. Heatey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee has information that this bloc, 
known as the Healey bloc, was composed of 10 persons including 
yourself. Was Anna Correa one of those? 

Mrs. Heater. The same answer, Mr. Tavenner. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was Ben Dobbs of southern California one of those. 

Mrs. Heatey. Same answer. 

Mr. TavennerR. Was Steve Nelson one of them ? 

Mrs. Heatey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was Joe Roberts one of them ? 

Mrs. Heatey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was Dave Davis one of them ? 

Mrs. Heater. Same answer. 

Mr. TavenneER. Was Si Gerson one of them? 

Mrs. Heatey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was Mickey Lima one of them ? 

Mrs. Hearry. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was Al Richmond, editor of the People’s World 
from northern California, one of that bloc ? 

Mrs. Heatry. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was Martha Stone of them? 

Mrs. Heatey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was the execution of Nagy the subject of discussion 
at the July meeting of the district council ? 

Mrs. Heatey. I gather you are referring to the execution of Nagy? 

The Cuarrman. Imre Na ; 

Mrs. Heatry. I decline to answer. 

Png =. Mr. Tavenner appreciates your superior knowledge 
of Mr. Nagy. 

Mrs. Hearey. I am of Hungarian ancestry. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did not Pettis Perry and Charlene Mitchell, both 
members of the national committee, James Forest, William Taylor, 
and others, take the floor at the meeting of July 27, and express ap- 
proval of the Soviet execution of Prime Minister Nagy ? 

Mrs. Heatey. Same answer, Mr. Tavenner. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you not oppose at the meeting of July 27 and 
disagree with that part of the Thompson report relating to the lack 
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of confidence by Communist Party members in the Communist Party 
and in its future ? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee has information that at this meeting 
of July 27, you stated that the Thompson approach on this question 
was a real Trotsky line. Is that true? 

Mrs. Heatry. Same answer, Mr. Tavenner. 

Mr. Tavenner. I fail to see any reason for levity that you seem to 
be attempting to express here. 

Mrs. Hearey. Well, I must confess that, in the first place, the repe- 
tition of questions in an illegal field becomes very wearisome. Sec- 
ondly, the contents of some of the questions I gather are being asked 
in a facetious manner. 

Mr. Tavenner. No. 

The CHamman. It must occur to you that someone knows all 
about your activities to give us this information. 

Mrs. Heater. Then if that is true, Mr. Walter, all the more rea- 
son why this hearing is even more farcical than I indicated earlier. 
If you already think that you know the answers to these questions 
then my appearance is certainly a waste of your time and my time. 

The Cuairman. The last thing in the world I would do would be 
waste my time. 

Mrs. Heatey. And I hope mine. 

The Cuatrman. I am disturbed, though, by your refusal to help 
this committee because we have every reason to believe that you 
could render a great deal of service in the strengthening of the se- 
curity of this great country of ours. 

Mrs. Heater. I have a very strong feeling about strengthening 
the security of our country. I feel it most passionately and deeply. 
I think the best strength of this committee would be the abolition of 
the mandate which, according to my opinion, weakens the security 
of the country. 

Mr. Tavenner. That is because of its efforts to present to Congress 
the real facts regarding the activities of the Communist Party of 
which you are a member, a leading member; isn’t that true? 

Mrs. Heatry. The fact is that for over at least 20 years this com- 
mittee has been carrying out ostensibly at least that purported pur- 

ose, and the fact remains that all that time this committee has not 
n able to bring in constitutional legislation because it is attempting 

to go into fields which the committee knows is forbidden to it, and 
therefore the conclusion of any citizen must be that what the commit- 
tee is attempting to do is simply to perpetuate itself and to carry 
on an attack of black lies, of attempting exposure, in order to conduce 
an atmosphere of conformity in the country. It is not a new thing 
historically, and it is one of the reasons why the Bill of Rights was 
put into the Constitution. From time immemorial there have been 
political and ambitious men who have attempted to do precisely that. 

I consider that resistance to this committee’s illegal activities is the 
highest attribute of patriotism. 

Mr. TaveNNER. Will you tell the committee whether or not at this 
meeting of July 27, ore criticized the leadership of the Communist 
Party by charging that there will soon be no interparty democracy 
in the Communist Party? 
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Mrs. Heatey. The same answer as previously given. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you influenced to make any statement be- 
fore this meeting of July 27 on interparty democracy by reason of the 
dropping of Sam Kushner of Chicago, slated for election to the na- 
tional committee, because he did not come to the defense of the Den- 
nis and Thompson reports? 

Mrs. Heater. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. In fact, didn’t you make that charge? 

Mrs. Heatry. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you not also announce at this meeting of July 
27 that you made a motion to elect Ben Dobbs to the National Execu- 
tive Committee of the Communist Party when this, the second largest 
Communist area in the country, had no representation on that body? 

Mrs. Heatry. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavennrr. You did present such a motion, did you not, and 
it was defeated 

Mrs. Heatry. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you influenced in your criticism of the leader- 
ship of the Communist Darke by the fact that at the meeting of the 
national committee you were limited to 10 minutes over a period of 
3 days to express your views on Communist Party issues? 

Mrs. Heatey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Didn’t you announce to the district meeting that 
that was all the time you were allowed ? 

Mrs. Heatey. Same answer. 

_ Mr. Tavenner. Did you not criticize the leadership of the Com- 
munist Party on the ground that although the Thompson report was 
permitted to be filed and approved, you were not given an opportunity 
to even discuss it on the floor? 

Mrs. Heatey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Didn’t you charge that the penalty of nonconform- 
ity to the dictates of the leadership of the Communist Party was 
expulsion from leadership ? 

Mrs. Hrarey. In view of all your questions, Mr. Tavenner, that 
you have been asking me, both you and the Congressman claim that 
you have this in your file, and it would appear to be at least para- 
doxical. You claim that I am a member oF the national committee 
and then you recite all these lists of disagreements and contradictions 
that T have with the national committee, and yet you say 

The CuarrmMan. Will you answer the question ¢ 

Mr. Tavenner. What do you say ? 

Mrs. Heater. I decline to answer the question. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did Ben Davis at the national committee meeting 
charge you with Titoism ¢ 

Mrs. Hratry. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Didn’t you state that that occurred at the meeting 
of your district council on July 274 

Mrs. Heatry. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you not also say—let me put it this way— 
the committee has information that at the meeting of July 27, you 
stated that Ben Davis at the national committee meeting ref that you 
should be removed from leadership in southern California? 

Mrs. Heatry. Same answer. 
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Mr. Tavenner. Is that true? 

Mrs. Hratey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. When you reported what Ben Davis had said, did 
not most of those present at the district convention applaud, thus 
indicating their approval of your removal from leadership in the 
Communist Party in the Southern District of California? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. After the making of a minority report by you at 
the meeting of July 27 of the district council, what course was then 
iaken at the meeting to stifle the opposition that you had expressed 
to the Dennis report, the execution of Nagy, and your opposition to 
the Thompson report ? 

Mrs. Heater. Same answer, Mr. Tavenner. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was not Pettis Perry called upon to make a ma- 
jority report from the floor? 

Mrs. Hratey. Same answer, Mr. Tavenner. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did not Pettis Perry read to those present page 74 
of the Sixteenth National Convention party resolution, stating that 
the majority views must be abided by ¢ 

Mrs. Hratey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did he not state that all Communists are duty- 
bound to support all three reports ¢ 

Mrs. Heatry. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did not Pettis Perry criticize the Healey bloc for 
standing up and criticizing Socialist countries in the national com- 
inittee meeting ? 

Mrs. Hratey. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Does not all this demonstrate that the Foster fac- 
tion is firmly in control of the Communist Party, USA, that demo- 
cratic centralism at its worst is being enforced under the threats of 
expulsion? 

(Counsel confers with his client.) 

Mr. Tavenner. And the country is in fact being faced with the same 
Communist Party as existed prior to the Sixteenth National Conven- 
tion and under the tutelage and direction of Moscow ? 

Mrs. Heater. Well, if what you mean by demonstration, that type 
of demonstration that would be necessary under due process, I don’t 
think your question demonstrates anything. No facts have been ad- 
duced that indicate that. But you obviously have an opinion. If 
you are asking my opinion, I decline to answer on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. In fact, the only thing that saved you at the July 
meeting from disciplinary action of the Communist Party was the 
tabling of a motion that was made for your removal as district chair- 
man ; isn’t that correct ? 

Mrs. Hratry. Same answer. 

(Counsel confers with his client.) 

Mr. Tavenner. What is the Communist Party plan at this time for 
the infiltration of non-Communist associations in southern California? 

Mrs. Heatry. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. I have no questions. 

Mr. Tuck. I have no questions. 
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Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Chairman, three witnesses have been subpenaed 
who are represented by Mr. Margolis, each of whom has furnished 
medical information indicating serious illness and, in the judgment of 
their physicians, it would be dangerous for them to appear as wit- 
nesses. 1 seem to have mislaid them. 

Mr. Marcoris. I have them. 

The Crairman. Do you know the physicians ? 

Mr. Marceorts. I do not, sir, but fave their reputation. One of 
them, for example, is from Cedars of Lebanon Hospital. I do not 
know if you are familiar with it, but it is considered one of the finest 
hospitals here. I do not think that I know any of the three doctors 
personally, if that is what you are asking, but I do know them by repu- 
tation. I have talked to them over the phone. 

The Cuamman. They would not give certificates unless there was 
reason for it ? 

Mr. Marcorts. I am absolutely positive they would not. I told them 
over the phone, though, I don’t think it is necessary that they should 
be willing to submit each of these persons to a physical examination to 
any doctor that the committee desired if the committee desired it, 
and that we wanted the kind of report which any reputable doctor 
would agree with one way or the other. 

The Cuarrman. These are reputable doctors ? 

Mr. Marcorts. Oh, yes: no question about it. 

The Cuatrman. I guess that is all right. 

Mr. Tavenner. The names of these witnesses are Morris Karson, 

and 

May I suggest that the medical statements be filed ? 

The CrrarrmMan. Yes, we will file them and continue these witnesses 
under subpena. 

Mr. Marcoris. Continue pending further investigation ? 

The CrrarMman. That is right. 

Mr. Marcoris. As I say, they are willing, any of them, to submit to 
an examination if that is the desire of the committee. 

As I understand it, their present appearance date is vacated; is that 
correct ? 

The Cuarrman. No; it isnot vacated. It is set aside for the moment. 
They do not have to appear until they are notified. 

Mr. Marcorts. I understand that. In other words, it will not be 
a defiance to this committee’s order not to appear on the date for which 
they have the subpena. 

The Cramman. Call your next witness. 

Mr. Tavenner. I would like to call Mr. Donald Wheeldin. 

The Cuarrman. Will you raise your right hand ? 

Mr. Mituer. Iam not Mr. Wheeldin, Your Honor. 

The Crramman. Do not call me “Your Honor.” 

Mr. Miter. Excuse the old courtroom habit. 


STATEMENTS OF LOREN MILLER AND AL WIRIN, ATTORNEYS, 
LOS ANGELES, CALIF. 


Mr. Minter. My name is Loren Miller. I am an attorney at law 
with offices at 2822 South Western, Los Angeles. My telephone 
number is REpublic 1-4142. I appear here with Mr. Al Wirin, who is 
also an attorney here on behalf of Mr. Wheeldin. 
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If I may be permitted to do so—— 

The CuHamman. On behalf of whom? 

Mr. Tavenner. The name is Don Wheeldin, W-h-e-e-]-d-i-n. 

Mr. Mitter. If I may be permitted, I would like to make a state- 
ment. 

Mr. TAvennerR. May I ask a question first ? 

Mr. Minter. Yes. 

The Cuairman. Where is the witness? 

Mr. Mitirr. If I may make a statement, I will explain as best I 
can where the witness is. 

The Cuamman. The witness was subpenaed and he is not here? 

Mr. Miter. That is the fact of the matter, sir. 

The Cuarmman. Is not that the end of it, Mr. Tavenner / 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Call another witness. 

Mr. Mitier. I take it by that you would not permit me to make an 
explanation of his absence ? 

The CHairman. Your sole function in matters of this sort is to 
advise your client as to his rights under the Constitution of the 
United States, not to advise us. 

Mr. Mitier. I understand that. 

The CHarmman. Call your next witness. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mrs. Newman. 

The Carman. Will you raise your right hand, please? 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give 
will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God? 

Mrs. NEwMan. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF MARY LOIS NEWMAN, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
DAN MARSHALL 


Mr. Tavenner. Will you state your name, please? 

Mrs. Newman. Mary Lois Newman. 

Mr. Tavenner. Let the record show the witness is accompanied by 
Mr. Dan Marshall, counsel, from the city of Los Angeles. 

Mr. Marswaun. Mr. Tavenner and this committee, this witness 
intends 

The CuarrMan. Mr. Marshall, we have not asked her any questions. 

Mr. MarsHauu. One question. 

The Cuamman. We will ask her the questions and then you can 
advise her, but we do not permit statements, as you well know. 

Mr. Marsuatu. There is a question pending. May I have it again? 

Mr. TavenNer. What is your address? 

(Counsel confers with his client.) 

The Cuatrman. Do you need legal advice as to where you live? 

(Counsel confers with his client.) 
_ Mrs. Newman. I am going to decline to answer under my constitu- 
tional privileges of the first amendment and fifth amendment. 

Mr. Marsuauyu. Mr. Tavenner, the witness has not finished. 

(Counsel confers with his client.) 

The CuHarrman. What is it you are reading? 

Mrs. Newman. A memorandum. 
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The Cuarrman. I think the record should show that counsel handed 
a piece of paper to the witness from which she is reading. 

Mrs. NEwMAN. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. From what are you reading? 

Mrs. Newman. A memorandum. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mrs. Newman. I will decline to answer on the Ist amendment, the 
Bill of Rights, the 4th amendment of the Bill of Rights, the 6th amend- 
ment of the Bill of Rights, the 9th amendment of the Bill of Rights, 
and the 10th amendment of the Bill of Rights, and that it lacks 
pertinency. 

The Cuarrman. You are declining to answer for the reasons given 
to the question as to your address ? 

(Counsel confers with his client. ) 

Mrs. NewMAn. Yes, sir. 
ye on _—— Do you live at 215 Sandalwood Avenue, La Puente, 

alif. 

Mrs. Newman. I will decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your occupation ¢ 

Mrs. Newman. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you a housewife and seamstress ? 

Mrs. NewMAn. Same answer. 

Mr. Marsuaui. Mr. Walter, will it be understood that—— 

The Cuatrman. By “the same answer,” you mean the answers 
she read from the piece of paper that you handed her when she was 
asked the first question ? 

Mr. Marswauy. That is, she will be deemed to have declined to 
answer upon all the grounds stated. 

The Cuarmman. That is right. 

Mr. Marswatu. In her refusal to answer the first question. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was your maiden name Mary Lois Brahm? 

Mrs. Newman. I decline to answer on the same grounds that I 
previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was the date of your birth April 17, 1918, in 
Indiana? 


: 0 Newman. I decline to answer on the same grounds as stated 
efore. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you currently a member of the Communist 
Party of Los Angeles County ¢ 

Mrs. Newman. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. According to committee information, you were a 
member of the Communist Party as far back as 1943 in this area. Is 
that true, or is it false ? 

Mrs. Newman. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

- Mr. aaa Have you recently resigned from the Communist 
arty 

Mrs. Newman. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. According to information in possession of the com- 
mittee, you signed a letter dated December 14, 1957, as one of the 22 
individuals, addressed to the National Committee of the Communist 
Party of the United States, which was in the form of a letter of 
grievances. 
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Our principal purpose in calling you here is to ask you the cireum- 
stances under which you signed this letter. 

(Counsel confers with his client. ) 

~ Marsnarr. May we have a copy of the letter that you referred 
to 

The Cuarrman. After she answers the question we will be very 
happy to furnish her with the letter. 

Mr.'Tavenner. My question is: Did you sign such a letter? 

Mrs. Newman. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the San Gabriel Section of 
the Communist Party on December 14, 1957 ? 

(Counsel confers with his client.) 

Mrs. Newman. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. TAVENNER. You are the wife of Mr. Morton Newman; are you 
not 

Mrs. Newman. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Morton Newman also signed this letter or is 
purported to have signed this letter of December 14, 1957, and also 
is purported to have resigned from the Communist Party under date 
of March 26, 1958. 

Mr. Marsuati. Could the entire question be reframed ? 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes, if there is confusion about it. 

The committee has information that Mr. Morton Newman signed the 
Los Angeles 22 letter of grievances bearing date December 14, 1957, 
and that he also signed a letter of resignation to the Communist Party 
bearing date of March 26, 1958, thus indicating his resignation from 
the party on the latter date. 

Did you resign from the Communist Party on the 26th of March 
1958? 

Mrs. Newman. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you at any time a functionary of the Com- 
munist Party ? 

(Counsel confers with his client.) 

Mrs. Newman. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you directed by a Communist Party organiza- 
tion to work for the Communist Party in mass organizations, such as 
women’s groups ? 

(Witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Newman. I will decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Or the Independent Progressive Party ? 

(Counsel confers with his client.) 

Mrs. Newman. I will decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you engage in activities in those organizations 
for the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Newman. I will decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I offer in evidence a copy of a petition to partici- 
pate in the primary election of June 1, 1948, of the Independent Pro- 
gressive Party of California to which there is appended an affidavit 
of Mrs. Mary Lois Newman, and ask that it be marked “Newman 
Exhibit No. 1.” 

The Cuarrman. Mark it and let it be made a part of the record. 

(Document marked “Newman Exhibit No. 1” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 
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Mr. Tavenner. I hand the witness the exhibit and ask if the signa- 
ture appearing on the last page is her signature [document handed to 
witness and her counsel }. 

(Witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Newman. I will decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrmMan. Are there any questions? 

Mr. Tuck. No. 

Mr. Wirrn. This time the witness whom I represent is here. 

The Cuairman. I notice. 

Will you raise your right hand? Stand up, please. 

Do you swear the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Arkin. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF DAVID FRANCIS ARKIN, ACCOMPANIED BY 
COUNSEL, AL WIRIN 


Mr. Tavenner. You are Mr. David Francis Arkin, A-r-k-i-n ? 

Mr. Arkin. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. It is noticed that the witness is accompanied by 
counsel, Mr. Al Wirin, of the Los Angeles Bar. 

When and where were you born, Mr. Arkin ? 

Mr. Arkin. I was born December 19, 1906, in New York City. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your occupation ? 

Mr. Arxry. At the present time I am unemployed. 

Mr. Tavenner. Previous to that, what was your occupation / 

Mr. Arkin. I wasa designer, draftsman. 

Mr. Tavenner. Previous to that ? 

Mr. Arxrn. I wasa teacher. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you state briefly your formal educational 
training ? 

Mr. Arkin. I had a bachelor’s degree, a B.A., and roughly about 80 
postgraduate credits in general fields of education. 

The Cuarrman. Where? 

Mr. Arkin. That was at New York University. 

Mr. Tavenner. According to the committee’s information, you were 
employed by the Los Angeles City Board of Education as a school- 
teacher from 1947 to approximately 1953, is that correct ? 

Mr. Arkin. That is correct. 

Mr. 'Tavenner. When did you first come to California from New 
York City ? 

Mr. Arxrn. I imagine in 1945. 

Mr. Tavenner. What was the nature of your employment between 
1945 and 1947? 

Mr. Arkin. During the war years I was a draftsman, and prior to 
that Iwasa teacher, a substitute teacher. 

Mr. Tavenner. What was the cause of the change of your employ- 
ment from that of a schoolteacher to that of a draftsman ? 

Mr. Arxrn. It was twice that I changed from that of a school- 
teacher to that of a draftsman. The original cause, when I first was 
a substitute teacher I mentioned, the pay of a substitute teacher was 
roughly about half of that of a regular teacher, and when the war 
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came along, I quit teaching because of the low pay and became a 
draftsman. 

Mr. Tavenner. You said that was the first time ? 

Mr. Arkin. That was the first time. 

Mr. Tavenner. What about the second time? 

Mr. Arkin. The second time I appeared before the Los Angeles 
Board of Education. I was called there under the terms of the Dil- 
worth Act to answer questions relative to my political affiliations. 

Mr. Tavenner. By “political affiliations,” do you refer to member- 
ship in the Communist Party / 

Mr. Arkin. They asked me questions as to membership in a politi- 
cal party. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you answer my question, please, sir? 

Mr. Arkrn. Yes, it was relative to that question. 

Mr. Tavenner. What was the result of that hearing? 

Mr. Arkin. The result was that I was discharged from my posi- 
tion because I refused to answer the queries of the Board of il 
tion because I thought it an invasion of my constitutional rights. 

Mr. : aamaamai At that time, were you a member of the Communist 
Part 

Mi Arkin. I feel that questions of this character, as I stated be- 
fore to the committee, and I am consistent, in that I feel they are an 
invasion of my rights as an American citizen under the Constitution 
and I feel that the Supreme Court has very clearly stated that I can 
be protected by the Constitution so as not to answer these questions. 

I think the committee itself would agree with me if what I read 
in the press is correct that the Supreme Court has stated that the 
Constitution forbids that type of inquiry into one’s political views. 
Consequently, I would like to refuse to answer that question on the 
grounds, first, of the 1st amendment which guarantees free speech, 
free assembly; secondly, on the ground of the 5th amendment; and 
third, on the ground of the 14th amendment, which I think also pro- 
tects me, because anything that protects one citizen of the United 
States in his rights, in his civil rights, also protects all citizens of 
the United States. 

I feel that this amendment which protects their rights in questions 
of race also protects me in that same regard. 

I also would like to say that I refuse to answer that question for 
the same reason as a teacher, that teachers down in the South refuse 
to answer whether they were members of the National Association 
of Colored People, because they were in a hostile political environ- 
ment. 

The Cuatrman. Do you refuse to answer the question ? 

Mr. Arkin. I refuse to answer on certain grounds. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Arxry. And I have not completed my grounds. It will be 
just another half a minute. 

I do not intend to make a speech here, but I want to state my 
grounds clearly, and it is hard for me, not being a trained legal person, 
to state them clearly, but for your satisfaction and myself—then, also, 
I refuse to answer as to that letter because of the precept set down 
to me by another teacher whose opinion I value very, very highly. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is it not true—— 
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The CuatrMan. Just a minute. 

You decline to answer for those reasons? 

Mr. Arkin. I decline to answer for those reasons. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Tavennrr. Is it not true that you are at this time a member 
of the Highland Park Club of the Zapata Section of the Communist 
Party of the Southern District of the Communist Party of California ‘ 

Mr. Arkrn. Well, I believe that this question is similar in char- 
acter to the other questions and I think the same reasons would hold. 

(Counsel confers with his client.) 

The Cuatrman. By that I understand you to mean that you refuse 
to answer for the reasons given for not answering the last question / 

Mr. Arkin. Yes, because of constitutional grounds. 

The Cuarrman. I just want the record to show that. 

Mr. Arkin. Yes, constitutional grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. May I have direction that the witness answer the 
question ? 

The Cuatrman. Yes; you are directed to answer that question. 

Mr. Arkin. I refuse to answer that question for the same reasons 
mentioned on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you at any time receive directions from a Com- 
munist Party unit to engage in Communist Party activities within 
various youth groups and panel meetings sponsored by the Com- 
munist Party? 

Mr. Arkin. Well, I refuse to answer on the same grounds because 
this is of the same character. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you engage in such activities at the instance 
of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Arxtn. Well, I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

I had not completed my grounds before, but also on the grounds, 
as I am advised by my counsel, that I do not believe this question is 
ehoweag to the activities of the committee, to the nature of this 

nearing. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you directed by the Communist Party to 
engage in Communist Party activities within the Independent Pro- 
gressive Party? 

Mr. Arkin. Well, I had not completed the grounds on which I 
refuse to answer. I said that there was a teacher who advised me 
on this question by letter and I attached great weight to it at a pre- 
vious time when questions of a similar character were asked. 

He sent me a letter and I think it reinforces my convictions: 

(Reading :) 

As you well know, I have repeatedly expressed my opinions on all the present 
infringements on the private and political life of teachers and other citizens, 
and I am convinced that nonecooperation in all investigations of that kind is 
justified and even a civic duty. I am convinced that if the present tempest 
is blown out the people will recognize the important service you and your col- 
leagues have rendered to your community by your active courage and resistance. 
Da “Albert Einstein.” This was dated sometime before he 

ied. 

The Cuarrman. Nevermind. Answer the questions. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you answer the question that I asked ? 

Mr. Arkin. I refuse to answer on these grounds and on the grounds 
that I have stated, 
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Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Chairman, I offer in evidence a copy of a pe- 
tition of the Independent Progressive Party of California to par- 
ticipate in the primary election of June 1, 1948, at the end of which is 
attached an affidavit of David F. Arkin, as one who circulated this 
op sy May it be admitted in evidence and marked “Arkin Exhibit 
No. 

The Cuamman. We will mark it. 

(Document marked “Arkin Exhibit No. 1” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. I hand you the document and ask you whether or 
not that is your signature to the affidavit on the last page? 

Mr. Arkin. Well, I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. At the time that you were a teacher in the public 
schoo] system of Los Angeles, did you engage in other teaching in the 
summer ¢ 

Mr. Arkrn. In other teaching ? 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes. 

Mr. Arxtn. No; not in other teaching. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have before me the summer session, 1946, catalo; 
of the People’s Educational Center, which on page 11 carries this 
headnote in black type: 

American History, An Introduction. David I’. Arkin, Instructor. 

This is a study of the main periods in American history designed to develop 
a unified understanding of the social forces in the development of the United 
States. It will meet the needs both of previous students of history and those 
who have had no earlier study. The topics to be discussed here include the 
American colonists on the eve of the Revolution; the American Revolution and 
the War for Independence; organizing the Nation; the rise of Jeffersonian 
democracy; the defense of the Nation; Jacksonian democracy; slavery and the 
antislavery movements; the Civil War; reconstructing the Nation; America be- 
ame industrialized ; and America becomes a world power. Monday 7 :00 to 8:30 

Did you conduct that course # 

Mr. Arkin. No: { did not conduct the course and at the time—your 
question was, Was I teaching at the time? I was not teaching at that 
time. The course was never given. And consequently I did not con- 
duct the course. At that time I was without pome ii They 
offered me some job with an educational center. 

Mr. Tavenner. You did havea job at the educational center? 

Mr. Arkin. No; I did not havea job. They offered me some work 
as a course. 

Mr. Tavenner. The People’s Educational Center offered you—— 

Mr. Arkin. Some work. I was out of work at the time but I was 
not teaching atthe time. You understand 

Mr. 'Tavenner. Nevertheless you were listed in the catalog for the 
summer session. 


Mr. Arkin. Well 


Mr. Taverner. As being prepared to give this course. 

Mr. Arkin. I was listed, but your original question had been, When 
I was teaching, did I teach during the summer 

Mr. Tavenner. All right. You were listed in the catalog to give 
the course that I indicated. 

Mr. Arkin. The catalog gives my name and it was listed but the 
course Was never given. 
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Mr. Tavenner. But you did not participate in the giving of this 
course ? 

Mr. Arkin. No; I did not. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you engage in any work for the People’s Edu- 
cational Center with or without pay ? , 

Mr. Arxry. I didn’t participate there as an organized member. 
There was a prospectus given but I did not participate at this time. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you at any other time? 

Mr. Arkin. No; not at any other time. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you lend your services in any way to the Peo- 
ple’s Educational Center? 

Mr. Arkin. They wanted to organize the course. They were will- 
ing to pay a nominal sum for a course they knew that I had some ex- 
perience teaching and they wanted to organize the course, 

I at that time was unemployed and any chance to earn some money, 
to me, was a valuable chance. I agreed. The course was not given. 
There was a prospectus telling about the course but I was not em- 
ployed. I never received any pay for it and the course was not 
promulgated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes, but you have not directly and specifically an- 
swered my question. Did you engage in any services of any char- 
acter for the People’s Educational Center, whether it was conducting 
a course, assisting in the conducting of a course, or anything? That 
is as broad as one can make it. 

Mr. Arxrn. By services, do you mean paid services? 

Mr. Tavenner. No, I specifically said paid or unpaid. 

Mr. Arxrn. Well, I prepared prospectuses for this particular course. 
let us say. I assisted in preparing what I thought would be a good 
course in American history. The course was never given. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you perform any services other than the 
preparation of this prospectus / 

Mr. Arkin. No. I simply wanted to be as frank as possible with 
the committee insofar as questions were asked me which I didn’t think 
were an invasion of my constitutional rights. At this particular time 
I felt, after the war, was interested in general progressive ideas in- 
volved around the Roosevelt movement. So I lent my services to that 
course. 

me TavENNER. Was the summer session of that school conducted 
at all? 

Mr. Arkin. That I don’t know, because I wasn’t very greatly in- 
volved with that school because I was rather new to the city. I had 
come to the city rather early and I was looking for work in California 
as a draftsman and something came along in the interim and I 
thought that that might be a possibility there. But it wasn’t. It 
didn’t turn out to be a possibility for work. 

Mr. Tavenner. It was cited as a Communist and subversive organ- 
ization by the then Attorney General, Tom Clark, in a letter released 
on June 1,1948. Were you connected in any way with that organiza- 
tion after June 1, 1948? 

Mr. Arkin. I doubt it. I really doubt it. I came to California, I 
think it was 1946. I doubt it. 


] 

T 
ti 
Wi 

Pa 


COMMUNISM IN SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA AREA 63 


Mr. Tavenner. Are you aware of the writing of a letter of griev- 
ances to the National Committee of the Communist Party by members 
of the Communist Party of Southern California, in December 1957? 

(Witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Arkin. I refuse to answer that question on the same constitu- 
tional grounds. 

Mr. TaveNNER. Were you solicited to be one of the signers of that 
etter 

Mr. Arkin. I refuse to answer the question. 

Mr. TAvenneER. The letter was followed by a reply made by Dorothy 
Ray Healey at a district council meeting, and then by a letter of 
resignation signed by quite a number of the Communist Party mem- 
bers of southern California under date of March 26, 1958. Were you 
solicited to join in that letter of resignation ? 

Mr. Arkin. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Communist Party on 
March 26, 1958? 

Mr. Arkin. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you a member of the Communist Party now? 

Mr. Arkin. I refuse to answer on the same grounds, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Any questions ? 

Mr. Tuck. I have no questions. 

The Cuamman. Will you stand and raise your right hand ? 

Do you swear that the testmony you are about to give will be the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing Dut the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Creep. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF THOMAS D. CREED, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
BEN MARGOLIS 


Mr. TavenNER. What is your name, please, sir? 

Mr. Creep. Thomas D. Creed. 

Mr. TavenneEr. Will you spell your last name? 

Mr. Creep. C-r-e-e-d. 

Mr. TavenneR. Will counsel accompanying the witness please iden- 
tify himself for the record ? 
‘ + Mareouts. Ben Margolis, 112 West 9th Street, Los Angeles, 

alif. 

Mr. Tavenner. When and where were you born, Mr. Creed? 

Mr. Creep. I was born in Muscle Shoals, Ala., April 15, 1919. 

Mr. 'TaveNNER. What is your occupation ? 

Mr. Creep. I am a stock chaser. 

Mr. TavenneEr. A what? 

Mr. Creep. Stock chaser. 

Mr. Tavenner. What industry ? 

Mr. Creep. The automobile industry. 

Mr. TavennER. What is a stock chaser? 

Mr. Creep. I belong with a group of other men in that line of work. 
bai bow material to the sonadie line so that it can operate. 

r 


. TAVENNER. What is your residence? 
Mr. Creep. 1436 West 48th Street, Los Angeles, Calif. 
Mr. Are you presently a member of the Communist 
arty 
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Mr. Creep. I am going to refuse to answer that question. 

The Cuarrman. Do you refuse to answer? 

Mr. Creep. I do refuse to answer that question. 

The Cuairman. The record has to show that you refuse to answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is it not a fact that you are currently a member of 
the executive board of the Southern California District Council 
of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Creep. I refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee has information that this executive 
board is composed of 10 persons of which Dorothy Ray Healey 
is the chairman, and I am referring to the executive board of 
the district council. Will you state whether or not Horace V. Alex- 
ander is one of the members of that board ? 

Mr. Creep. I refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is Ben Dobbs a member ? 

Mr. Creep. I refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is James Forest a member? 

Mr. Creep. I refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is Bernard Lusher a member? 

Mr. Creep. I refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is Charlene Mitchell a member? 

Mr. Creep. I refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is Nemmy Sparks a member? 

Mr. Creep. I refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you at the present time a member of the District 
Labor Commission of the Communist Party of the Southern District 
of California ? 

Mr. Creep. I refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Tavenner. May I have a direction that the witness answer that 
question ? 

The Cuarman. You are directed to answer. 

Mr. Marcoris. Did the witness state the grounds for his refusal ? 

The Cuarrman. No. 

Mr. Taverner. If he says for the reasons heretofore given—— 

Mr. Marcotts. I wondered if he hadn’t given any reasons. 

Mr. Creep. I hadn’t been directed to answer the question until the 
resent time. I am refusing to answer the question under direction 
or the following reasons: I don’t think that any questions you might 

ask me about any people with whom I might associate or any organi- 
zations to which I might belong are pertinent to any field of legislation 
of which this committee is empowered to make an investigation. I 
think that such questions are an invasion of my rights under the first 
amendment guaranteeing me freedom of speech, assembly, and asso- 
ciation of people of my own choosing, and lastly, on refusing to answer, 
I am invoking my rights under the fifth amendment protecting me 
against possible self-incrimination. 

Mr. Tavenner. May I havea direction ? 

The Cuarrman. You are directed to answer. 

Mr. Creep. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds stated. 

Mr. Taverner. I hand you a document entitled “Trade Union Reso- 
lution, Southern California District Convention, parts I and IT.” 
Will you examine it, please, and state whether or not you can identify 
it as a document of the Communist Party for the Southern District 
of California? 
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Mr. Creep. I refuse to identify the document on the grounds previ- 
ously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. This document shows on its face that it deals with 
the national draft trade union resolution, and that it was adopted by 
the trade union subcommittee of the resolutions committee of the 
southern California District Convention. 

Will you tell the committee, please, who composed the trade union 
-ubcommittee of the resolutions committee? 

Mr. Creep. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. As indicated, the committee has information that 
you were a member of the District Labor Commission of the Com- 
munist Party. Is that true? 

Mr. Creep. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is not Bernard Lusher the head of that commission ? 

Mr. Creep. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee has information that you have been 
active for the Communist Party for a number of years in the trade- 
union area. Is that correct? 

Mr. Creep. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you not a delegate to the Southern Cali- 
fornia District Convention of the Communist Party held on April 
13 and 14, 1957? 

Mr. Creep. I refuse to answer that question for the same reasons. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you not represent the labor section of the Com- 
munist Party at that convention ? 

Mr. Creep. I refuse to answer that question for the same reasons. 

Mr. Tavenner. While in attendance at that convention, did you 
hear the address of Dorothy Healey in which she outlined the pro- 
gram of the Communist Party in the labor field? 

Mr. Creep. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you aware of the present plan for Com- 
munist Party activities within the field of labor in the Southern 
District of California ? 

Mr. Creep. I refuse to answer that question for the same reasons. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you participated in any activity of the Com- 
munist Party in support of the Foster group of the Communist Party 
as distinguished from the so-called revisionists ? 

Mr. Creep. I refuse to answer that question for the same reasons. 

Mr. Tavenner. You are aware of the fact, are you not, that at a 
meeting of the district council on the 27th of July 1958, a motion was 
made, although tabled, to oust Dorothy Ray Healey from leadership 
in the Communist Party in Southern California? You are aware 
of that; are you not? 

Mr. Creep. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you supporting her in her activities in the 
Communist Party or are you opposing her? 


oe Creep. I am refusing to answer the question on the grounds 
stated. 
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Mr. Tavenner. Are you now a member of the United Auto and 
Aircraft Workers Union 

Mr. Creep. I stated earlier I wasn’t going to answer any questions 
concerning any organizations to which I am a member. I refuse to 
answer the question on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. TavenNnER. May I have a direction ? 

The Cuarrman. You are directed to answer. 

Mr. Creep. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is action being taken because of the fact that 
you were discharged from Chrysler Local 230 as a member, or I 
should say suspended instead of discharged ? 

Mr. Creep. I didn’t understand your question. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you taking the position that you will 
not answer questions regarding your union because you were at one 
time, in 1952, discharged from membership in Chrysler Local 230 
for conduct unbecoming a union member? 

(Witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Creep. You have been making a lot of statements which make 
assumptions. I don’t necessarily accept your assumptions but I am 
refusing to answer the questions for the grounds stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Since you refer to it as being an assumption, let 
me introduce in evidence a thermofax copy of an article from the 
February 13, 1952, issue of the People’s World referring to the 
charges that had been made against you by your union, and ask that 
it be marked “Creed Exhibit No. 1.” 

The CHatrman. It may be made a part of the record. ; 

(Document marked “Creed Exhibit No. 1” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you not fined $100 and given a year’s sus- 
pension ? 

Mr. Creep. I refuse to answer that question. I do so on the 
grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. At a subsequent date did not the international ex- 
ecutive board of the CIO, United Auto and Aircraft Workers, reverse 
the decision and restore you to employment; isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Creep. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. You know all this. 

The Cuatrrman. What do you mean he knows it? 

Mr. Creep. You claim to know it. 

Mr. Tavenner. Then you admit that it is correct ? 

Mr. Creep. I am not admitting anything. 

Mr. Tavenner. Let us come then to this question. Was it known to 
the international executive board, United Auto and Aircraft Workers. 
* the time of the reversal, that you were a member of the Communist 

arty ¢ 

Mr. Creep. I refuse to answer that question on the previous 
grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Your membership in the Communist Party was 
the sibject, the real motivating subject, of your suspension; was it 
not ¢ 

Mr. Creep. I refuse to answer that question on previous grounds. 
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Mr. Tavenner. You were during that period a member of the 
Communist Party? 

Mr. Creep. I refuse to answer that question for the same reasons. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you have a record of service in the Armed 
Forces? 

Mr. Creep. I was in the United States Navy for 22 months. 

Mr. Tavenner. When and where were you discharged ? 

Mr. Creep. February 16, 1946. 

Mr. Tavenner. It was an honorable discharge; was it not ? 

Mr. Creep. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. After your discharge, did you become a member 
of the American Veterans Committee / 

Mr. Creep. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds previ- 
ously stated. I have already said I wouldn’t answer any questions con- 
cerning any organizations of which I am a member or may have been 
amember. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member in 1951 of the Haywood Section 
of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Creep. I refuse to answer that question on previously stated 
grounds. 

Mr. TavenNer. Were you directed by any Communist Party unit 
to take part in the work of various organizations for the benefit of the 
Communist Party, for instance, the Negro Labor Council ? 

Mr. Creep. I refuse to answer that question on previous grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Didn’t you become chairman of the publicity com- 
mittee of the Negro Labor Council of Los Angeles ? 

Mr. Creep. I refuse to answer that question on previously stated 
grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you not sent as a delegate of that council to 
the national convention held in Cleveland, Ohio, in 1952? 

Mr. Creep. I refuse to answer that question for the same reasons. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a delegate to the Los Angeles County Con- 
vention of the Communist Party held January 5 and 6, 1957? 

Mr. Creep. I refuse to answer that question for the same reasons. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you not also a delegate to the California 
District Convention held on April 18 and 14, 1957, which was the or- 
ganizational meeting of the new district / 

Mr. Creep. I refuse to answer that question for the same reasons. 

Mr. Tavenner. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cruatrman. Any questions? 

Mr. Tuck. No questions. 

Mr. Creep. I am excused ? 

Mr. TAvENNER. Yes, sir. 

The Coairman. We will take a brief recess. 

(Members present : Representatives Walter and Tuck.) 

(Short recess. ) 

(Members present : Representatives Walter and Tuck.) 

The Carman. Will you stand please, and raise your right hand. 

Do you swear that the testimony you are about to give will be the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. ALExanper. I do. 
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TESTIMONY OF HORACE V. ALEXANDER, ACCOMPANIED BY 
COUNSEL, DAN MARSHALL 


Mr. Tavenner. State your naine, please, sir. 

Mr. Atexanver. My name is Horace V. Alexander. 

Mr. Tavenner. It is noted that the witness is accompanied by Mr. 
Dan Marshall, member of the Los Angeles Bar. 

When and where were you born, Mr. Alexander? 

(Witness confers with his 

Mr. Avexanper. Mr. Chairman, [ decline to answer this question 
on the following grounds: 

The 1st amendment of the Bill of Rights, the 4th amendment of the 
Bill of Rights, the 5th amendment of the Bill of Rights, the 6th 
amendment of the Bill of Rights, the 9th amendment of the Bill of 
Rights, the 10th amendment of the Bill of Rights; and further, Mr. 
Chairman, this question lacks pertinency. This committee has not 
given me or made available any knowledge which conceivably could 
make this inquiry and this question pertinent to that degree of ex- 
plicitness and authority required by the due process clause. The 
power of this committee is not unlimited, sir. It has no general 
authority to expose the private affairs of individuals simply for the 
sake of exposure. 

This investigation is unrelated to any legislative purpose, being 
beyond the powers conferred upon the Congress under the Consti- 
tution. 

This committee has not made it appear with undisputable clarity 
the subject matter of this inquiry. 

It is the duty of this committee on my present question on the 
grounds of pertinency to state for the record the subject of inquiry 
and the manner in which this question is pertinent. 

I further demand that this explanation must be meaningful, must 
define what the topic of the inquiry is, and the reason why the ques- 
tion now asked me relates to it. 

The Cuarrman. You have been merely asked your name. I direct 
you to answer the question. 

Mr. Marsuatu. I am sorry, Mr. Chairman, I couldn’t quite hear 
what you said. 

Mr. Tavenner. It was the place of birth. 

3 T =f CHarrRMAN. He was asked the place of birth. Where were you 
orn 

Mr. Avexanper. I decline to answer the question, sir, on the 
grounds previously stated. 


Mr. Tavenner. Was the date of your birth May 17, 1924, and the 
Texas? 
r. ALEXANDER. I decline to answer that question, sir, on previous 
grounds. 


Mr. Tavenner. What is your address? 
Mr. Atexanper. I would decline to answer that question, sir, on 
the grounds stated. 

r. Marswautyi. Mr. Chairman, will it be understood that the wit- 
ness by declining to answer upon the grounds previously stated will 
be deemed to have incorporated in that objection all the grounds 
separately stated by him ? 
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The CHarrman. Yes, it will be understood that when he objects 
and states “on the grounds stated,” it will include all of the grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is your correct address 736 East 74th Street, Los 
Calif. 

Mr. Atexanper. I decline to answer that question sir, on the same 
grounds, 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you a machine shop foreman by occupation / 

I decline to answer that question on previous 
grounds. 

Mr. TAvENNER. Did you serve in the Armed Forces of the United 
states ? 

Mr. Avexanper. I would decline to answer that question, sir, on the 
grounds stated above. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you directed by any unit of the Communist 
Party to take part in any movement for the formation of the Inde- 
pendent Progressive Party / 

Mr. Avexanver. [ would decline to answer that question, sir, on the 
grounds stated before. 

Mr. Tavenner. I offer in evidence a thermofax copy of an excerpt 
from the January 26, 1948, issue of People’s World and ask that it be 
marked “Alexander Exhibit No. 1.” 

The CuarrmMan. It may be marked. 

(Document marked “Alexander Exhibit No. 1,” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Tavenner. This article identifies the witness as participating 
in the march sponsored by the youth committee of the Independent 
Progressive Party in opposition to universal military training. 

Did you engage in such an activity ? 

Mr. MarsHatu. Could we see the exhibit, Mr. Tavenner? 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes. 

(Exhibit handed to the witness. ) 

Mr. Avexanver. I would decline to answer that question, sir, on 
the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. I offer in evidence a thermofax copy of an excerpt 
from the April 20, 1948, issue of the People’s World, entitled “2,000 
at Wallace sane and ask that it be marked “Alexander Exhibit No. 
2.” This issue identifies the witness with the National Association 
for the Advancement of Colored People and also as a member of the 
Students For Wallace. 

(Document marked “Alexander Exhibit No. 2,” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you state, Mr. Witness, whether or not on 
April 20, 1948, you were a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Atexanper. I decline to answer that question, sir, on the same 
grounds stated before. 

Mr. Tavenner. I offer in evidence a thermofax copy of an excerpt 
from the July 27, 1948, issue of the People’s World, and ask that it 
be marked “Alexander Exhibit No, 3.” 

(Document marked “Alexander Exhibit No. 3,” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Tavenner. This article identities the witness as State vice 
chairman of Students For Wallace. 

Mr. Witness, were you on the 27th day of July 1948 a member of 
the Communist Party ? 
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Mr. Avexanper. I decline to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. May the exhibits be received in evidence ¢ 

The Crarrman. They will be marked and received in the record. 

Mr. Tavenner. I desire to offer into evidence a thermofax copy of 
the March 30, 1954, issue of People’s World and ask that it be 
marked “Alexander Exhibit No. 4.” 

This document identifies the witness as a candidate for secretary of 
state on the Independent Progressive Party ticket. 

Were you a candidate for such an office in 1954? 

Mr. Atexanper. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
stated, 

(Document marked “Alexander Exhibit No. 4,” and retained in 
committee files. ) . 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Communist Party on 
March 30, 1954? 

Mr. Avexanper. I decline to answer that question, sir, on the pre- 
vious grounds stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. May the exhibit be accepted in evidence? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. I offer in evidence a photostatic copy of the ap- 
pointment of members of the State Central Committee of the Inde- 
pendent Progressive Party in the year 1952 and ask that it be marked 
“Alexander Exhibit No. 5.” 

The Cuamman. Mark it and make it a part of the record. 

(Document marked “Alexander Exhibit No. 5,” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Tavenner. This record identifies the witness as a member and 
shows the appointment of him as a member of the I.P.P., Independ- 
ent Progressive Party, State Central Committee, in the year 1952. 

Did you occupy that position in the year 1952? 

Mr. Avexaper. I decline to answer that question, sir, on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Communist Party—— 

Mr. ALexanper. I decline to answer the question, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Just a moment. On the 25th day of July 1952. 

Mr. Avexanper. I decline to answer that question, sir, on the 
grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. I offer in evidence an additional document, it being 
a photostatic copy of the appointment of members of the State Cen- 
tral Committee in the year 1954 which states that Horace V. Alexan- 
der, duly qualified as a delegate to the State convention by virtue of 
his nomination to the office of secretary of state upon the Independent 
Progressive ticket, appoints the following three voters who will be 
members of the State Central Committee to meet on August 8, 1954; 
those persons being Mrs. Charlotta A. Bass, Reuben W. Borough, and 
Mrs. Ida Alvarez, and bears date the 30th day of July 1954, and ask 
that it be marked “Alexander Exhibit No. 6.” 

The Cuamman. It will be marked and received. 

(Document marked “Alexander Exhibit No. 6” and retained in 
committee files. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Witness, will you examine the document, 
please, and state whether or not the signature appearing thereon is 
your genuine signature ? 
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Mr. Atexanper. I decline to answer that question, sir, on grounds 
previously stated. 

The Cuamman. What is the secretary of state? Let me see that, 
Mr. Tavenner, please. 

Mr. Tavenner. I think he was a candidate for the secretary of 
state on the Independent Progressive ticket. 

The Cuarrman. Secretary of state of what? 

Mr. Tavenner. California. 

I offer in evidence a thermofax — of an excerpt from the Novem- 
ber 25, 1949, issue of People’s World, entitled, “NAACP Youth Re- 
jects Old Fashioned Advice,” and ask that it be marked “Alexander 
Exhibit No. 7.” 

The Cuarrman. It may be so marked. nen 

(Document marked “Alexander Exhibit No. 7,” and retained in the 
committee files. ) 

The CuarrmaNn. This article discloses that Mr. Alexander was 
elected as national vice president of the youth council of the NAACP. 

Were you a member of the Communist Party, Mr. Witness, on No- 
vember 25, 1949? 

Mr. AxEexaNper. I decline to answer that question, sir, on the 
grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you serve as national vice president of the 
youth council of the NAACP? 

Mr. Avexanper. I decline to answer that question, sir, on the 
grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. The March 22, 1955, issue of the People’s World, at 
age 5, carries an article which is reprinted in Communist Political 
ubversion, Part 2, of a committee hearing. According to this article, 

Mr. Alexander participated in and spoke before the 5th Annual Con- 
ference of the Los Angeles Committee for Protection of Foreign Born. 

Do you recall the occasion of having appeared as a speaker before 
that group? 

Mr. AxExAnper. I decline to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you directed to appear before that group or 
counseled in any way to do so by a unit of the Communist Party or 
of the Communist Party 

r. ALEXANDER. I decline to answer that question, sir, on the 
grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you familiar with an organization which called 
itself the Emergency Free Press Committee ? 

Mr. Avexanper. I decline to answer that question on all the grounds 
stated before, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. I present you with a photostatic copy of a letter 
bearing date of November 1956 addressed to “Dear Friend,” and bear- 
ing the signature of a number of persons including yourself, and at- 
tached to which you will find an appeal or a solicitation for funds to 
be paid to Horace Alexander, trustee. 

ill you examine it, please, and state whether or not you were one 
of those who signed the letter? 

(Document handed to the witness and his counsel.) 

Mr. Arexanper. I decline to answer that question, sir, on the 
grounds previously stated. 
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Mr. Tavenner. I desire to offer the document in evidence and ask 
that it be marked “Alexander Exhibit No. 8.” 

The Cuarrman. It will be so marked. 

(Document marked “Alexander Exhibit No. 8,” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Tavenner. Was not the Emergency Free Press Committee an 
organization set up for a brief period of time for the specific purpose 
of raising money for the Daily People’s World? =, 

Mr. Avexanper. I decline to answer that question, sir, on the 
grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Communist Party in No- 
vember 1956? 

Mr. Avexanper. I decline to answer that question, sir, on the 
grounds previously stated. 

Mr. TAVENNER. What position do you hold in the Communist Party 
now ? 

Mr. Avexanper. I decline to answer that question, sir, on the 
grounds stated before. 

Mr. TavennerR. The committee has information disclosing that you 
are a member at this time of the executive board of the Southern 
= District Council of the Communist Party. Is this not a 

act 

Mr. Aexanper. I decline to answer that question, sir, on the 
grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is it not true that the executive board to which 
I have referred is a committee of the Southern California District 
Council, which council is composed of 62 individuals from southern 
California? 

Mr. Avexanper. I decline to answer that question, sir, on the 
grounds stated before. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is it not a fact that this executive board is the 
controlling body of the Communist Party of the Southern District 
of California? 

Mr. ALexanper. I decline to answer the question, sir, on the grounds 
stated before. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is it not also true that the executive board has 10 
members ? 

Mr. Axexanper. I decline to answer that question, sir, on the 
grounds stated previously. 

Mr. Tavenner. Rather I should say only nine members, since Don 
Wheeldin resigned on the 26th day of March 1958. Correct ? 

Mr. ALtexanper. Are you asking me a question, sir? 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes. 

Mr. Atexanper. I decline to answer the question on the grounds 
stated 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you give us the names of the members of the 
executive board ? 

Mr. AexANper. I decline to answer that question, sir, on the 
grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you tell the committee, please, whether or not 
there is a convention of the Southern District of California of the 
Communist Party scheduled to be held in October of this year, at 
which time William Taylor is slated to fill the 10th spot on the 
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executive board which has been made vacant by the resignation 
of Don Wheeldin ? 

Mr. Avexanper. I decline to answer that question, sir, on the 
grounds stated previously. 

Mr. TavenNer. Which side are you on in the division in the local 
Communist Party, the Healey side or the Pettis Perry side? 

Mr. Avexanper. I decline to answer that question, sir, on the 
grounds stated before. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you present on the 27th day of July 1958, at 
which time a motion was made to oust Dorothy Healey as chairman 
of the Communist Party of this district ? 

Mr. Avexanper. I decline to answer that question, sir, on the 
grounds stated before. 

Mr. Tavenner. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. Any other witnesses? 

Mr. TavenneER. No, sir. 

The Cuamman. We will recess until what time, 9:30? 

Mr. WueEeter. 9:30 will be fine. 

(Whereupon, at 4:20 p.m., Tuesday, September 2, the committee 
recessed, to reconvene at 9:30 a.m., Wednesday, September 3, 1958.) 
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THE SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA DISTRICT OF THE 
COMMUNIST PARTY 


Strueture—Ob jectives—Leadership 


WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 3, 1958 


Unirtep Srates House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE 
CoMMITTEE ON UN-AMERICAN ACTIVITIES, 
Los Angeles, Calif. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION * 


The subcommittee of the Committee on Un-American Activities 
met, pursuant to recess, at 9:30 a.m., in room 229, Federal Building, 
Los Angeles, Calif., Hon. Francis E. Walter (chairman) presiding. 

Committee members present: Representatives Francis E. Walter, 
of Pennsylvania, and Morgan M. Moulder, of Missouri. 

Staff members present: Frank S. Tavenner, Jr., counsel, and Wil- 
liam A. Wheeler, investigator. 

The Cuarrman. Will you raise your right hand, please. Do you 
swear the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Brices. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF CYRIL VALENTINE BRIGGS, ACCOMPANIED BY 
COUNSEL, BEN MARGOLIS AND FRANK MUNOZ 


Mr. Tavenner. Just be seated. Will you state your name, please? 
Mr. Briges. Cyril Briggs. 
Mr. Tavenner. Do you havea middle name? 
Mr. Briggs. Valentine. 
Mr. Tavenner. Will counsel accompanying the witness please iden- 
tify himself for the record ¢ 
fr. Marcoris. Ben Margolis and Frank Munoz, both of 112 West 

9th Street, Los Angeles, Calif. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your address, Mr. Briggs? 

Mr. Brices. Is that pertinent to the inquiry ? 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes, it is necessary for us to properly identify you. 

Mr. Briaes. Well, considering that I have spent my life fighting 
Jim Crow segregation, I would willingly concede that I am, no doubt, 
the Cyril Briggs that this committee has in mind. 
Mr. Tavenner. Will you answer the question ? 
The CuHarman. What is your answer? 
Mr. Briaes. Well, I have no objections. 2517 Fairmont Street. 


1 Released by the committee and ordered to be printed. 
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‘ vod TAvENNER. Will you please state the date and place of your 
irt 

Mr. Briges. Nevis, British West Indies, May 28, 1888. 

Mr. Tavenner. When did you come to the United States? 

Mr. Briges. July 4, 1905. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you a naturalized American citizen ? 

Mr. Brices. Iam an American by choice, naturalized, yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. When and where were you naturalized ? 

Mr. Briecs. New York City, in 1916. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your occupation ? 

Mr. Brices. Publicity. 

Mr.  aaleeniataa How long have you been engaged in that occu- 

ation 
‘ Mr. Brices. Since 1912, when I joined the staff of the New York 
Amsterdam News. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you state briefly your formal educational 
training ? 

a Brices. Well, grade school and grammar school in the West 
Indies. 

Mr. Movutper. May I inquire, Mr. Chairman, is that a foreign- 
language newspaper / 

Mr. Tavenner. I will ask him the question. 

Is the paper to which you referred a foreign-language newspaper ? 

Mr. Brices. No; it isa Negro paper and as native 

Mr. Tavenner. When did you come to California ? 

Mr. Brices. In 1944. 

Mr. Tavenner. What has been your employment record in Cali- 
fornia since that date ? 

Mr. Brices. I work on the newspaper now, twice a month publica- 
tion, and on the California Eagle as managing editor, and I have 
worked in construction also. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a delegate to the Southern California 
District convention of the Communist Party held April 13 and 14, 
1957? 

Mr. Brices. I don’t see what pertinence that question has tome. In 
any event, I refuse to answer it on the ground of the first and fifth 
amendments. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you at this time a member of the Juarez Club 
of the Communist Party of the Southern California District of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Brices. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. As a matter of fact, weren’t you the educational 
director of this club as late as 1956 ¢ 

Mr. Brices. Same answer. 

The Cuarmman. When you say “same answer,” I understand you 
to mean that you decline to answer on the grounds stated. 

Mr. Brices. Not only that I decline, I refuse to answer it on the 
grounds of the first and fifth amendments. 

The CnatrmMan. All right. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Chairman, I offer in evidence a thermofax 
copy of the September 9, 1956, issue of The Worker and ask that it 
be marked “Briggs Exhibit No. 1.” 

The It will be made a part of the record. 
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(Document marked “Briggs Exhibit No. 1” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Witness, I hand you this exhibit and ask you to 
state whether or not you see at the end of it the name of the author 
of i article appearing under the title “The American Road to So- 
cialism. 

Mr. Marcoris. Is the question whether he can read the name “Cyril 
Briggs” there ? 

Mr. Tavenner. Read the question. 

Mr. Briaes. I can read the name, yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you read it? 

Mr. Brices. It says here “Cyril Briggs,” yes. 

Mr. 'Tavenner. And what else ? 

Mr. Briaas. “Educational Director,” yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. Of what? 

Mr. Briaes. I assume of the-—— 

(Counsel conferred with witness. ) 

Mr. Briegs. I refuse to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Just keep that a moment. 

You have stated that the article bears the name of Cyril Briggs, 
educational director. Now didn’t you leave off part of the descrip- 
tion of the title of the individual? Will you look at it again and com- 
plete the statement which you started ? 

Mr. Maroons. There is nothing that appears on here except educa- 
tional director. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you read what is immediately above the name 
of Cyril Briggs? 

Mr. Bricgs. I have already told you I could read it and I would sug- 
gest that you read it for yourself. 

Mr. Tavenner. Well, if you can read it, what is the rest of the sig- 
nature to the article? You have read your name and you have read 
educational director. Does not the description of the organization of 
which you are the education director also appear? 

Mr. Briees. I assume that you have seen it, that you can read it, 
and I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds as previ- 
ously stated. 

m. r. TAVENNER. Did you compose and write the article appearing 
there? 

Mr. Briaes. I refuse to answer that on the same grounds as stated. 

The CHatmrman. Mr. Briggs, this is signed “Juarez Club, Los Ange- 
les, Calif., Cyril Briggs, Educational Director.” Are you the Cyril 
Briggs whose name appears on this article ? 

Mr. Bricas. I refuse to answer that on the same grounds as stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. A subtitle to the article appearing in this exhibit 
is “Welcome to Inner-Party Democracy.” Reference is then made in 
the first paragraph to an expression of “confidence in our national 
leadership” and commends that leadership for its “wise policy of 
leaving wide open all questions of program and policy pending the 
fullest and freest preconvention discussion. This, to us, is a welcome 
concrete expression of that inner-party democracy to which most of 
our leading cadres, including the national, have much too often in the 
past given only lip-service.” 

Asa matter of fact, Mr. Briggs, did not the chairman of the district 
organization of California—organization of the Communist Party— 
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contend and report at a meeting of that body that there was no inner- 
party democracy in the Communist Party at this time? 

Mr. Brices. I want to say this, that I resent being interrogated by 
a committee whose members include out-and-out white supremacists 
and people who have been inciting to insurrection in the South against 
the Supreme Court’s integration mandate, and moreover a committee 
= during its 20 years has never once investigated the Ku Klux 

an. 

The CuarrmMan. Let me interrupt at this point. That is not true. 
This committee asked the Ku Klux Klan for its first membership and 
they complied with the request, as I understand it. That is far more 
than the Communists would ever do. 

Mr. Briaes. Has this committee ever investigated the Southern 
White Citizens Committee ? 

The Cuarrman. That is not dominated by Russia, and your organi- 
zation is. That is the difference. Proceed, Mr. Tavenner. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you answer the question ? 

Mr. Brices. I want to say this, then, that I will have to assume then 
that in this committee’s opinion lynching Negroes and spitting on 
little Negro children is—— 

Mr. Tavenner. You are evading the question. 

The CuHatrMan. Just a minute, Mr. Tavenner. I want to get the 
record straight. This sort of thing resorted to by Communists hurts 
the cause that they say they espouse, because they are not sincere in 
the efforts to improve the conditions of the colored people in this 
country. 

Mr. Brices. I don’t know what Communists or communism have to 
do with my position, because this has been my position since 1912 
before there was, as I understand it, a Communist Party in the United 
States. It will continue to be my position despite any attempt by 
this committee to intimidate me. 

As to what the Communist Party is doing, I understand that in one 
of the hearings of this committee and today, also, by the last speaker, 
it is said that the Communist Party is exploiting the Negro people. 

I think, gentlemen, that the Negroes would be very glad to accept 
such exploitation at the hands of the Republicans. 

The Cuarrman. You hope that they would be? 

Mr. Brices. I know that they would be very glad to accept any 
exploitation that defends their interests. 

Mr. Tavenner. Now after having made this voluntary speech at 
great length, will you return to the question and answer? 

Mr. Brices. Which I refuse to answer on the same grounds as 
previously stated. 

Mr. Tavennenr. In this article it is stated, “The Juarez Club hails 
this democratic approach to the * * * fundamental problems con- 
fronting our party.” Did you make that statement ? 

Mr. Briees. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. The article then proceeds to state that the Juarez 
Club, recognizing the responsibility that it has upon it, objects to 
“bureaucratic centralism.” What did you mean by “bureaucratic 
centralism ?” 

Mr. Brices. Same answer. 

Mr. Moutper. May I ask a question, Mr. Briggs? 
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Mr. Brices. If you please. 

Mr. Movutper. Have you ever read the article? 

Mr. Briaes. I object to you calling me Briggs. 

The Cuarrman. He called you Mister. 

Mr. Briaes. My mistake, I am sorry. To that question I give the 
same answer. 

Mr. TavenNerR. You wrote the article, didn’t you? 

Mr. Brices. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Does this statement not contain the assertion that 
the Juarez Club—— 

Mr. Brices. Pardon me? 

Mr. Tavenner. Does not this article state that the Juarez Club 
“takes this opportunity to express its adamant opposition to any and 
= re te proposals aimed at the liquidation of the Communist 

art 

Mr. Briees. I am willing to accept your statement. 

Mr. Tavenner. And did you, through your club, endeavor to 
support the Foster group in the Communist Party in its opposition 
to any effort to liquidate it ? 

Mr. Briaes. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Does not this article also state that “Our members 
are similarly opposed with one exception, to any change of name 
for our party” ¢ 

Mr. Brices. If yousay so. I presume it does. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you make that contention through this article? 

Mr. Brices. Same answer on the grounds of the first and fifth 
amendments. 

Mr. Tavenner. Who is the one person, a member of the Juarez 
Club, who was in favor of changing the name of the Communist 
Party ? 

Mr. Brices. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. It is noted that considerable emphasis in this 
article is placed upon an appeal to the membership to “pry our- 
selves loose from the Wailing Wall and conscientiously and vigor- 
ously carry forward the necessary task of reappraisal and the wiping 
out of bureaucracy, sectarianism, doctrinarism—and right oppor- 
tunism as well.” 

Did you use the term “Wailing Wall” in the sense that the Com- 
munist Party felt that it was not enthusiastic in its work ? 

Mr. Brices. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. That it was losing time in discussing and complain- 
ing about previous mistakes instead of moving forward ? 

Mr. Briees. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was this article of yours republished in a publica- 
tion entitled “The Party Forum” in its September 10, 1956, issue ? 

Mr. Brices. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. I desire to introduce in evidence a copy of that issue 
- The Party Forum and ask that it be marked “Briggs Exhibit 

o. 2. 

The Cuarrman. It will be so marked. 

(Document marked “Briggs Exhibit No. 2,” and retained in 
committee files. ) 
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Mr. TaveNNER. Was not this a Communist intraparty publication ? 

Mr. Brices. Same answer. 

Mr. TavenneEr. Was not this paper organized for the purpose of 
giving an opportunity to members of the Communist Party to express 
their views prior to the Russian invasion of Hungary / 

Mr. Briceés. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is it now in existence? 

Mr. Briccs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. You know it is not ? 

Mr. Brices. Same answer. 

Mr. TavenNnER. Were you a delegate to the Los Angeles County 
Communist Party convention on January 5 and 6, 1957? 

Mr. Brices. Same answer on the grounds of the first and fifth 
amendments. 

Mr. TavENNER. Were you also a delegate to the Southern California 
District convention of the Communist Party held April 13 and 14, 
1957 

Mr. Briees. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you at this time assigned to the Zapata Section 
of the Communist Party, Southern District of California ? 

Mr. Briees. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you, over a long period of time, contributed 
articles to various Communist Party organs in the country ? 

Mr. Briecs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. I hand you an issue of the “Labor Defender” of May 
1927, carrying an article entitled “Rally Labor for Passaic Strike 
Prisoners” by Cyril Briggs. Will you examine it, please, and state 
whether or not you prepared that article? 

Mr. Briccs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. I desire to offer this in evidence and ask that it be 
marked “Briggs Exhibt No. 3.” 

(Document marked “Briggs Exhibit No. 3” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Tavennen. I hand you a photostatic copy of the April 28, 1931, 
issue of the Daily Worker and call your attention to an article entitled 
“Mother of Haywood Patterson Ap eals for United Effort To Save 
Lives of 9 Scottsboro Boy Victims,’ “ Cyril Briggs, and ask whether 
or not you prepared the article appearing there—whether you wrote 
the article. 

Mr. Brices. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. I offer the document in evidence and ask that it be 
marked “Briggs Exhibit No. 4.” 

The Cuatrman. It will be so marked. 

(Document marked “Briggs Exhibit No. 4,” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Tavenner. I hand you a copy of the June 1929 issue of “The 
Communist” carrying an article entitled “The Negro Question in the 
Southern Textile Strikes,” by Cyril Briggs, and ask whether or not 
you prepared that article. 

Mr. Marecorts. 1929? 

Mr. Tavenner. Doesn’t it say that on the top? 

Mr. Marcouis. I_was wondering if you had anything earlier, 

Mr. Tavenner. We did give you something earlier, 1927. 
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Mr. Brices. Same answer. 
Mr. Tavenner. It indicates that you have been in the propaganda 
business for some years. 

I desire to offer the document in evidence and ask that it be marked 
“Briggs Exhibit No. 5.” 

The Cuarman. It will be so marked. 

(Document marked “Briggs Exhibit No. 5,” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Brices. May I ask if you are aware that the propaganda busi- 
_ is cox the first amendment protests, freedom of speech and 
thought 

Mr. Tavenner. We didn’t condemn you for that. 

Mr. Brices. I thank you. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you have any underground assignment from 
the Communist Party in 1950? 

Mr. Brices. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee has information that you attended 
1 meeting on July 27, 1958 of the District Council of the Southern 
District of California which was also attended by various function- 
aries of the Communist Party, at which time Dorothy Healey made 
a minority report criticizing the leadership of the Communist Party 
and at which she, in turn, was charged with Titoism and even a resolu- 
{ion was presented to oust her from leadership in the Communist 
Party in this district. Which side of the argument did you take? 

Mr. Brices. Same answer. 

« Mr. _pavennee. Are you at this time a member of the Communist 
arty! 

Mr. Brices. Same answer on the grounds of the first and fifth 
amendments, 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions. 

Mr. Moutper. I have one or two questions. Do you consider the 
Communist Party to be a political party in the sense that political 
parties are generally recognized in this country ? 

i Mr. Brices. I don’t think that Iam supposed to express my opinion 
ere. 

Mr. Movutprr. From any opportunity that you have had to observe 
or as a result of any of your experiences, could you give us that infor- 
mation—whether or not the people generally who are associated with 
the Communist Party do consider it a political party in the sense that 
other political parties are recognized in this country ? 

(Counsel confers with witness.) 

Mr. Briaes. I am not going to discuss the Communist Party here 
at this time. If you want to discuss conspiracies, such as are occurring 
- ve South against the Federal Government and courts, I would be 

ad to. 

" Mr. Moutper. Do you have any knowledge of any conspiracy move- 
ment within the Communist Party concerning the Communist Party’s 
plans to change our form of Government in this country? 

Mr. Brieas. The only conspiracy I know of are those of which I 
mentioned, including those led by Governor Faubus, including conspir- 
acies to prevent Negro children from getting an equal education. 

Mr. Moutper. I didn’t ask you that question. 
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Mr. Briees. And conspiracies that nullify and defy the Supreme 
Court’s mandates. 

Mr. Moutper. I didn’t ask you that question. I asked you if you had 
any knowledge of any such conspiracy within the Communist Party. 

Mr. Brices. I have answered that, that the only conspiracies I am 
aware of—— 

Mr. Movuxper. Then I interpret your answer to mean that you know 
of nosuch movement within the Communist Party. 

Mr. Brices. You can interpret it any way you wish to. 

Mr. Moutper. Do you know whether or not the Communist Party’s 
philosophy and objectives are dominated and controlled by the Soviet 
Union? I just ask you whether or not you know. 

Mr. Briees. Again I have no opinion to express here on such 
questions. 

The CuatrMan, That is all. 

Mr. Tavenner. Alexander Ende. 

The Cuatrman. Will you raise your right hand, please? Do you 
swear the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Enpe. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF ALEXANDER ENDE, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
BEN MARGOLIS AND FRANK MUNOZ 


Mr. TavenNer. Will you state your name, please, sir? 

Mr. Enver. Alexander Ende. 

Mr. TaveNNER. How do you spell your last name? 

Mr. Enver. Ende, E-n-d-e. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will counsel accompanying the witness please iden- 
tify yourselves for the record ? 

Mr. Marcorts. Ben Margolis and Frank Munoz. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where do you live, Mr. Ende? 

Mr. Enpe. 10031 Roscoe Boulevard, Sun Valley. 

Mr. Tavenner. California? 

Mr. Yes. 

Mr. TaveNNER. What is the date and place of your birth? 

Mr. Enver. August 19,1916, Brooklyn, N.Y. 

Mr. TavenNer. What is your occupation ? 

Mr. Enpe. I am an electrician. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you tell the committee briefly what your formal 
educational training has been ¢ 

Mr. Enpe. Public school, high school, several colleges in electrical 
wiring over the years, technical courses at different adult training 
centers, and so forth and so on. 

Mr. TavennER. When did you come to California ? 

Mr. Enpe. 1947. 

Mr. Tavenner. What has been your record of employment in Cali- 
fornia since that date ? 

Mr. Enver. I have worked as an electrician since that date. 

Mr. Tavenner. As an electrician, are you a member of the Inter- 
national Brotherhood of Electrical Workers ? 

Mr. Enver. I must at this point decline to answer this question be- 
cause I feel that my organizational associations and ties are not the 
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proper concern of this committee, and therefore I decline to answer on 
the grounds of protection afforded me under the fifth amendment and 
under the first amendment of the Constitution. 

The Cuarrman. Keep your voice up a little bit. 

Mr. Tavenner. May I have a direction that the witness answer this 
question 

The CHatrMan. You are directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Enpe. I must decline to answer this question because I feel that 
my organizational associations and ties are not the proper concern of 
this committee. I therefore decline to answer on the grounds that it 
is not pertinent and on the grounds of the protection afforded me under 
the fifth amendment of the Constitution and under the first amend- 
ment of the Constitution. 

Mr. Tavenner. I think probably the direction should be repeated. 

The Cuarmrman. Yes. You said you must decline. You are not 
under any compulsion. When you say that, I am assuming that you 
do decline. 

Mr. Enver. I wish to decline; I do decline, yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you held any office in the International Broth- 
erhood of Electrical Workers ? 

Mr. Enpr. May I consult with my attorney for a while ? 

(Witness consults with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Enpr. The same answer as previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you at one time a member of the United Elec- 
trical Workers of America ? 

Mr. Enver. The same answer as previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Due to your special training in a field of electrical 
work, have you received any appointment within the Communist Party 
to a position on the Building Trades Section of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Enver. The same answer as previously stated. 

Mr. TavenneErR. The committee has information that you are at this 
time the secretary of the Building Trades Section of the Communist 
Party. Isthat not correct? 

ae Enpe. I will repeat and make the same answer that I previously 
stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. The first convention of the Southern District of the 
California Communist Party was held in April of 1957, at which time 
there was drafted a trade union resolution. Are you familiar with 
that resolution ? 

Mr. Enver. I must decline—I do decline to answer on the same 
grounds as previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you not, in fact, a member of the Southern 
California District Council of the Communist Party ? 

ra Enpe. I decline to answer on the same grounds as previously 
stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is it not a fact that the district council is composed 
of 62 members representing various sections of the Communist Party 
in Southern California? 

Mr. Enpr. The same answer as previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. In 1951 were you a member of the Los Angeles 
Negro Labor Council? 
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Mr. Enpe. I refuse to—I decline to answer on the same grounds as 
previously stated. ; 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you not still a member of that council? 

= Enpe. I decline to answer on the same grounds as previously 
stated. 

The Cuatrman. What council? 

Mr. Tavenner. The Los Angeles Negro Labor Council. 

Did you receive any assignment within the Communist Party to 
engage in Communist Party work in the Independent Progressive 

art 

Mi Enpe. I decline to answer on the same grounds as previously 
stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. And also in the Civil Rights Congress? 

ves Enpe. I decline to answer on the same grounds as previously 
stated. 

Mr. TavennErR. Were you solicited to unite in a letter of resigna- 
tion, bearing date March 26, 1958, of various members of the Commu- 
nist Party of Southern California? 

_ Enpe. I decline to answer on the same grounds as previously 
stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. That is all. 

The Cuarrman. Any questions? 

Mr. Moutper. Just one question, Mr. Chairman. 

Do you have any knowledge or information concerning the efforts 
on the part of any person under the control of the Soviet Union to 
infiltrate this country to the cause of communism ? 

Mr. Enver. Sir, I have knowledge of no person who is under the 
control of the Soviet Union and I have no such knowledge. 

Mr. Movutper. Have you ever attended Communist Party meetings? 

Mr. Enpe. I must decline to answer that question on the same 
grounds as previously stated. 

The Cuarrman. That is all. 

Mr. Tavenner. Herbert Biskar. 

The CHatrMan. Will you remain standing, please? Raise your 
right hand. Do you swear the testimony you are about to give will be 
= truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 

od? 

Mr. Bisxar. I do. 
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Mr. Tavenner. What is your name, please? 

Mr. Biskar. Herbert Biskar. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where do you live? 

Mr. Biskar. 411 Palmwood Drive, Los Angeles 8. 

Mr. Tavenner. When and where were you born ? 

Mr. Bisxar. I was born in November of 1933 in Washington, D.C. 
Mr. Tavenner. What is your occupation ? 

Mr. Biskar. clerk. 


Mr. Tavenner. Will you state, please, briefly your formal educa- 


tional training? 


Mr. Bisxar. I have a high school diploma and I have a bachelor 
degree, a B.A. 
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Mr. Tavenner. From what school ? 

Mr. Biskar. I am going to refuse to answer that question. 

The Cuarrman. I direct you to answer this question. 

(Counsel confers with witness. ) 

Mr. Bisxar. I refuse to answer that question on the following 
pane: In the first place, I refuse to answer on the first amendment. 

consider it to be part of my associations and I think the first amend- 
ment protects the right of association, and I guess that also would be 
an action that would be the privacy of your associations. I also 
claim the privilege of not being a witness against myself, or the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Moutper. Did I understand you to say that you graduated 
from college and you received a degree? You so stated, didn’t you? 

Mr. BisKar. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Moutper. You have directed the witness to answer that ques- 
tion, have you not? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Movutper. You have opened it up by saying that you have re- 
ceived such a degree, that you have graduated from college. 

Mr. Bisxar. I don’t believe I have opened anything up, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. May the record show a direction after his expla- 
nation ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes; I directed him to answer the question as to 
where he received the degree that he just stated he had received. 

Mr. Marcouts. Do you want another response to that direction ? 

The Cuatrman. He has already answered. 

Mr. Moutper. As I understand it, the witness still declines to an- 
swer the question. 

Mr. Biskxar. Yes; on the previous grounds. 

Mr. Moutper. Claiming the first ? 

Mr. Bisxar. First and fifth amendments, and pertinency, too. I 
would add that I don’t believe that it is pertinent to the purposes of 
this committee to find out just where I went to school. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you attend the Los Angeles State College? 

Mr. Bisxar. I would have to refuse that on the previous grounds; 
that actually is the same question, or very similar. 

Mr. Tavenner. May I have a direction to answer ? 

The Cuatrman. You are directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Bisxar. I refuse to answer on the previous grounds, that is, the 
first amendment, the fifth amendment, pertinency. : 

Mr. Tavenner. When did you first come to California to make this 
the place of your residence? 

r. Brskar. I came here in 1952. 

Mr. TaveNNER. What has been your record of employment since that 
time? 

Mr. Biskar. Well—— 

(Counsel confers with witness. ) 

Mr. Bisxar. I have had a lot of miscellaneous part-time jobs except 
for this past year where I have been working as a shipping clerk full 
time. 

Mr. Tavenner. Very soon after your arrival in Los Angeles did you 
become identified with the Labor Youth League in its activities? 
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Mr. Bisxar. I will have to refuse to answer on the previous grounds. 
Your questioning me on my political affiliations is expressly forbidden 
by the first amendment, so I am going to plead that and also my 
previous grounds. 

Mr. TavenNerR. The Labor Youth League has been cited as a Com- 
munist organization by Attorney General McGrath in his letter 
to the Loyalty Review Board released August 30, 1950. 

The CuatmMan. Since recent decisions of the Supreme Court, I do 
not think that you can properly invoke the fifth amendment, because 
you are not exposing yourself to the danger of any prosecution 
criminally. So I direct you to answer that question. 

(Counsel confers with witness. ) 

Mr. Bisxar. I take the same answer that I took before. 

The Cuarrman. In other words, you decline to answer for the rea- 
sons that you gave? 

Mr. Bisxar. Right; first, fifth, and pertinency. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Chairman, I offer in evidence a thermofax copy 
of an article appearing in the September 18, 1953, issue of the People’s 
World, entitled “Weekend Mobilizations in Wells Case.” May it be 
marked “Herbert Biskar Exhibit No. 1”? 

The Cuatrman. It will beso marked. 

(Document marked “Herbert Biskar Exhibit No. 1,” and retained 
in committee files. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Biskar, this article refers to various persons 
taking part in the activities indicated by the title, and among them is 
the name of Herbert Biskar, Labor Youth League. The name Biskar 
is spelled B-i-s-c-a-r, whereas I understand the correct spelling of your 
name is B-i-s-k-a-r. 

Will you state whether or not your name was accurately reported as 
one taking part in the movement indicated ? 

Mr. Biskar. B-i-s-c-a-r is not my name, otherwise I refuse to iden- 
tify the document or comment further on its accuracy or validity. 

Mr. Tavenxer. Do I understand you refuse to state whether you 
are the Herbert Biscar, member of the Labor Youth League, referred 
to in this article? 

on Bisxar. I refuse to identify it, yes, on the previous grounds 
stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Labor Youth League on 
September 18, 1953? 

Mr. Biskar. Same answer. 

Mr. TavenNER. Were you a member of the Communist Party on the 
18th day of September 1953 ? 

Mr. Bisxar. I cite my previous grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. The investigation of the committee reflects that on 
January 10, 1956, a meeting was held of the Labor Youth League in 
Los Angeles and that you were chairman of the student division of 
the Labor Youth League at that time; is that correct ? 

Mr. Biskar. I refuse to answer that on the previously stated 
grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Communist Party on 
January 10, 1956? 

Mr. Biskar. Same answer. 
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Mr. Tavenner. Were you present on August 16, 1955, at a meeting 
of the Los Angeles County Labor Youth League which was addressed 
by Frank Carlson on dialectical materialism ¢ 

Mr. Bisxar. I refuse to answer that on the previous grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Communist Party on 
August 16, 1955? 

Mr. Biskar. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. The information of the committee is that you were 
present at a membership meeting of the Los Angeles County Labor 
Youth League held at 3875 City Terrace Drive. This is the address 
of the City Terrace Cultural Center. This meeting, according to the 
committee’s information, was concerned with whether or not to dis- 
solve the league, that is, the Labor Youth League; and a vote was 
taken on that subject at which it was determined by 27 to 24 not to 
dissolve it, thus indicating that there were at least 51 persons present 
at that league meeting. 

Will you tell us whether that vote was correctly stated ? 

Mr. Bisxar. I don’t think I am going to comment on the accuracy of 
your informers. 

Mr. Tavenner. What informers do you refer to? 

Mr. Bisxar. I don’t want to comment on the accuracy of any in- 
formers of any of these things that you have stated previously. So I 
am going to refuse to answer that question. 

The Cuairman. Where did you get the idea that there were any in- 
formers ? 

(Counsel confers with witness. ) 

Mr. Biskar. I assume that you probably didn’t make it up out of 
your own minds. 

The Cuairman. In other words, the question that was asked indi- 
cates to you pretty definitely that we had some information on which 
you could throw some light ? 

Mr. Bisxar. But not necessarily that the information is true. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Biskar. I assume that you didn’t make it up. 

The Cuairman. That is right. Well, I will set your mind—— 

Mr. Biskar. Most informers do lie. 

The Cuairman. I will set your mind at rest on that. The basis of 
this question was not made up. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is the committee’s information correct that you 
were present at this meeting? 

Mr. Bisxar. I refuse to answer that question on the previously 
stated grounds. All people know that professional informers do 
not tell the truth. 

The Caiman. Why do you mention professional informers or 
informers? We haven't said anything about any informers. Why 
do you talk about informers? 

Mr. Biskar. Well, anyone that would work for this committee or 
for a report on activities of various organizations and people I as- 
sume to Re professional. They are being paid. 

The Cuarrman. Where do you get any idea that there has been 
— furnishing this committee or any of its staff with informa- 
tion 

(Counsel confers with witness.) 
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Mr. Bisxar. I stated before that I assumed it wasn’t made up, 
so——. 

The Cuamman. Wait a minute. Let me go one step further. 
You say it was not made up? 

Mr. Bisxar. I assume that it wasn’t made up. 

Mr. Tavenner. And that any informer’s information is not cor- 
rect? Now tell us, was this correct—the basis of this question correct ? 

Mr. Bisxar. I refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Tavenner. Isn’t it a fact that at one meeting it was decided 
that the successor organization to the Labor Youth League in this 
area should be the Los Angeles County Progressive Youth League? 

Mr. Bisxar. I refuse to answer that —— on the previously 
stated grounds, the first amendment, the fifth, and pertinency. 

Mr. Tavenner. In fact, the Labor Youth League was disbanded 
not very long after that; isn’t that true? 

Mr. Bisxar. I refuse to answer that on previously stated grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. What organization is the successor to that league? 

a gee I refuse to answer that on the previously stated 
grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. At a meeting held on December 11, 1956, of the 
Labor Youth League, did you not contend publicly for the exercise 
of greater discipline over the members? 

Mr. Bisxar.I refuse to answer that question on the previously 
stated grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you participate in the Southern California 
District convention of the Communist Party held on April 13 and 14, 
1957, in Los Angeles? 

Mr. Biskar. Same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. At that time did you receive and consider the re- 
port of Dorothy Healey relating in part to the youth organizations 
of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Biskar. Same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did not the youth program announced by Dorothy 
Healey include special activities aimed at college youth ? 

muclt Biskar. I refuse to answer that on the previously stated 
grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do not the plans of the Communist Party con- 
template the establishment of a new youth organization in southern 
California and other areas of the country under the special direction 
of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Bisxar. I refuse to answer that question on the previous 
grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Aren’t you one of the leading organizers of youth 
in the Communist Party in southern California? 

“ont uaa I refuse to answer that on the previously stated 

rounds. 
. Mr. Tavenner. You state that you-—— 

Mr. Biskar. Go ahead. Never mind, go ahead. 

Mr. Tavenner. I don’t want to interrupt you. 

Mr. Biskar. That is all right. 

Mr. Tavenner. You stated that your work is that of a shipping 
clerk. Is that in Los Angeles? 

Mr. Bisxar. Yes; it is. 
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Mr. Tavenner. Does your work take you outside of the city of 
Los Angeles ? 

Mr. Bisxar. No, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Any questions? 

Mr. Moutprr. You hone refused to answer certain questions deal- 
ing with Communist Party activities in the State of California, as I 
understand you, on the grounds that it concerns your political affilia- 
tions and associations, political beliefs and associations; is that 
correct ? 

Mr. Biskar. That is one of my reasons. 

Mr. Moutprer. That is one of your reasons? 

Mr. Bisxar. Right. 

Mr. Movutper. Now, what is your reaction to this question? Do 
you approve of the Soviet Union Communist movement internation- 


ally? 

Mr. Brsxar. Is that the question ? 

Mr. Moutper. Do you approve of the movement on the part of 
the Soviet Union to dominate the world internationally through 
communism? That has nothing whatsoever to do with political affilia- 
tion in this country. 

Mr. Bisxar. Actually it doesn’t have anything to do with political 
affiliation necessarily, but it does have to do with part of the first 
amendment thereto because it is part of free speech, political opinion ; 
and whether I do or not, I don’t think it is necessary for me to say. 
So I = refuse to answer that question on the previously stated 

ounds, 

Mr. Movutper. Then in view of your response to that question, I will 
ask this question: Would you render aid and assistance to the 
Soviet Union in its efforts to dominate our Government and our 
American form of Government as we know it in this country through 
the Communist Party internationally ? 

Mr. Biskar. It is true that I don’t accept all of your assumptions, 
so it is very difficult for me to answer that question. So I will just 
have to refuse to answer on the previously stated grounds. 

Mr. Movtper. Then I will ask this question: Would you render 
assistance in any form to the Soviet Union in its efforts to dominate 
and control this country through communism ? 

Mr. Biskar. It appears to me, sir, that that is the same question 
just worded differently, so I have to refuse to answer that on the 
previously stated grounds. 

Mr. Movtper. Then my closing question is this: You are a young 
man. Would you take every step possible to avoid military service 
in the event of a conflict with the Soviet Union ? 

Mr. Bisxar. No, I wouldn’t. 

Mr. Moutper. Do I understand you to say then that you would 
fight for your country in the event of a conflict with the Soviet 
Union? 

Mr. Bisxar. Yes, I would. 

Mr. Moutper. That is all. 

The Cuarrman. All right, sir. We will have a break of 5 minutes. 

(Committee members present: Representatives Walter and 
Moulder.) 
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(Brief recess.) 

(Committee members present: Representatives Walter and 
Moulder.) 

Mr. Tavenner. Marvin Biskar. 

The Cuatrman. Will you raise your right hand please? Do you 
swear the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Bisxar. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF MARVIN BISKAR, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
BEN MARGOLIS 


Mr. Tavenner. Will youstate your name, please? 

Mr. Bisxar. Marvin Biskar. 

Mr. Tavenner. It is noted that the witness is accompanied by Mr. 
Ben Margolis, a member of the Los Angeles Bar. 

Will you state your place of residence, please ? 

Mr. Bisxar. I don’t think it is pertinent. I decline to answer the 
question. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you reside at 4034 West Boulevard ? 

Mr. Bisxar. That is the correct address, yes. 

The Cuarrman. What was that answer 

(The reporter read from her notes as requested.) 

Mr. Tavenner. When and where were you born? 

Mr. Biskar. Washington, D.C., April 17, 1927. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your ocupation ? 

Mr. Bisxar. I decline to answer that question. I don’t think it is 
pertinent to the investigation. 

The CuarrmMan. You are directed to answer that question. 

(Counsel confers with witness. ) 

Mr, Bisxar. I would like to refuse on grounds of pertinency, the 
basis of the first amendment, and also on the basis of the fifth 
amendment. 

The Cuatrman. When you say you would like to, you mean you 
do? 

Mr. Bisxar. I do decline. 

Mr. Tavennenr. Is it not a fact that you are a worker in the sheet 
metal industry ? 

Mr. Brsxar. I decline to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. When did you come to the State of California to 
make it the place of your residence? 

Mr. Bisxar. I decline on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your formal educational training? 

Mr. Bisxar. I decline to answer that question. 

(Counsel confers with witness. ) 

Mr. Marcoris. Just one second. 

Mr. Biskar. Would you mean how far I went in my education? 

Mr. Tavenner. I just wanted to know of what your educational 
training consisted. 

Mr. Bisxar. I have been through 314 years of college, university. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where? 

Mr. Bisxar. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Tavenner. Wasn’t it in Washington, D.C. ? 
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Mr. Biskar. I decline to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is your refusal to answer that question based upon 
a contention that the answer might tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Biskar. Well, I decline on the grounds previously stated, which 
include the grounds of basis of self-incrimination, which could open 
me up to prosecution. ‘That is true. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you honestly feel that a truthful reply to that 
question might tend to incriminate you ? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Biskar. I feel that, in the atmosphere of this committee, that is 
quite possible. I don’t feel that the committee is honestly seeking 
legislative information but has a certain malicious intent. And I 
am quite, quite possibly open to prosecution, although innocent. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Chairman, I think, in the light of the witness’ 
refusal to answer questions of this character, I may just as well at 
this point read into the record the testimony of Mary Markward be- 
fore this committee on June 11, 1951, in Washington, D.C. You will 
recall Mary Markward as the person who, at the instance of the Fed- 
eral Bureau of Investigation, became a member of the Communist 
Party and rose to the position of treasurer of the Communist Party 
comprising the city of Washington and the State of Maryland, and 
part of Virginia. 

This question was asked by Mr. Owens: 


Next, we come to the Students Club. Can you identify for the committee 
individuals whom you knew to be members of the Communist Party of the 
District of Columbia assigned to the Students Club, breaking it down into 
schools where the students were in attendance, if you can? 

Mrs. Markwarp. The students principally came from Howard University and 
George Washington University. I think a little history of the Students Club 
would clarify the situation for the committee’s information. Frances Crystal in 
1945 was a student on the George Washington University campus, and I believe 
on her own initiative had organized a group of students in what was called at 
the time the Young Citizens’ League. From this group they organized a Marxist 
study class. From this Marxist study class which was taught by members of the 
leadership of the Communist Party, members were recruited. Among these were 
Howard Phillips and Robert Phillips. 

I might mention that it was prior to this time that Frances Crystal had trans- 
ferred to our party here. I believe she came from one of the other organizations 
in Washington, the underground organization, I believe. Just about this time 
a number of veterans who had either been Young Communist League members 
or Communist Party members before their period in the service, returned and 
went to school and became members of this club. Bernie Cristopher Campbell 
was one of these. 

Moe Falk was a member. He was transferred in from one of the New Eng- 
land States at a later date. 

Chester Kurrier was transferred from one of the New England States. He was 
already a party member. 

These veterans were active in veterans’ organizations and were able to recruit 
a number of other members. I am not certain who was the initial contact on 
the campus at Howard University. 

Mr. OwENS. Before we leave this other group, the group you have just iden- 
tified were all students at George Washington University ? 

Mrs. MARKWARD. Except Chet Kurrier. He went to King-Smith Art School. 

Mr. Owens. Were there any others in attendance at George Washington 
University ? 

Mrs. Markwarp. Marvin Biskar; Eddie Majchrzyk; Morty Goldstein, a girl 
who married Marvin Biskar, her name was Galpert, I believe Ida Galpert. 

Mr. Owens. Mrs. Markward, these individuals whom you have identified at 
George Washington University, to the best of your knowledge are most of them 
still in Washington, or have they left the city of Washington? 
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That apparently is not answered. I am not going to ask you any 
question relating to Ida Galpert; but other than the matter contained 
herein relating to Ida Galpert, is there any statement that I read to 
you from the testimony of Mrs. Markward which is untrue? 

Mr. Bisxar. I decline to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you attend George Washington University? 

Mr. Biskar. I decline for the same reasons. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Communist Party while 
on the campus at George Washington University ? 

Mr. Biskar. I decline on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Haven’t you been continuously engaged in Com- 
munist Party activities among youth since arriving in California? 

Mr. Biskar. I decline on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Communist Party at 
the time you came to Los Angeles? 

ous mag That is the same question, but I decline on the same 

ounds. 
cae TAVENNER. The committee has information that on January 4, 
1957, you attended the Los Angeles County Labor Youth League 
meeting at 3875 City Terrace, at which time the election of officers of 
the Labor Youth League took place. Were you elected an officer on 
that occasion ? 

Mr. Bisxar. I decline on the same grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee also is informed that on January 5, 
and 6, 1957, you were a delegate to the Los Angeles County Commu- 
nist Party convention. Is that correct? 

Mr. Bisxar. I decline on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you also attend the first district convention for 
the Southern District of California on April 13 and 14, 1957? 

Mr. Biskar. The first district convention of what, sir? 

Mr. Tavenner. Of the Communist Party of the district for the 
Southern District of California. 

Mr. Bisxar. I decline on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you tell the committee, please, whether you 
have studied the report made by Dorothy Healey on April 13 and 14, 
note pagandings the plans of the Communist Party with regard to 

outh ¢ 
. Mr. Biskar. I decline as previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. What work is being performed now in the Com- 
munist Party in the youth movement in Los Angeles? 

Mr. Bisxar. I decline as previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrrman. Maybe he could throw some light on this move to 
oust Mrs. Healey. 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes. Are you aware of the motion that was made 
on the floor at the meeting held on July 27, 1958, of the District Coun- 
cil of the Communist Party for the Southern District of California 
to oust Dorothy Healey from leadership in the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Bisxar. I decline on the grounds previously stated. 

The Cuarrman. When was that motion made, Mr. Tavenner? 

Mr. TAvENNER. July 27,1958. 

The CuarrMan. That was made at this closed party meeting? 


tir 
me 
ont 
] 

] 

] 

er ¢ 
] 
hay 
dec 
wh 
} 

for 
vio 
mo 
h 

Par 

T 
T 
han 
N 
TE 


r 


le 


1a 


COMMUNISM IN SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA AREA 93 


Mr. Tavenner. Yes; at a meeting of the district council, at which 
time Dorothy Healey made a minority report regarding the June 28 
meeting of the National Committee of the Communist Party. 

Were you present ? 

Mr. Bisxar. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. I do not think the witness was present. 

The Cuamrman. Any questions, Mr. Moulder ? 

~ Moutper. What was the name of the witness previous to this 
one 

Mr. Tavenner. Herbert Biskar. 

Mr. Moutper. Are you the brother of Herbert Biskar ? 

(Witness confers with counsel. ) 

Mr. Biskar. I decline on grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Moutper. You mean to decline to answer the question of wheth- 
er or not Herbert is your brother ? 

Mr. Biskar. It is not such an innocent question. Many questions 
have intent to open prosecution. Even though I am innocent and I 
decline to answer questions. 

Mr. Mouvper. You say you resided in Washington, D.C., up until 
what date? 

Mr. Bisxar. I just stated that I was born in Washington, D.C. 

Mr. Movutper. When did you leave Washington, D.C. ? 

Mr. Bisxar. I declined to answer that question previously. 

Mr. Moutper. What caused you to come to California ? 

Mr. Biskar. Climate, like many Southern Californians. 

Fhe aimee Were you a student at the time you came to Cali- 
ornia 

Mr. Bisxar. I decline to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Movuwper. Did anyone connected with the Communist Party 
movement in California solicit your moving to California ? 

Mr. Bisxar. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Moutper. Do you consider being a member of the Communist 
Party to be an act of disloyalty to our country ¢ 

Mr. Bisxar. I decline to answer that question. 

The CuHarrman. The witness is excused. 

Mr. Tavenner. Sophie Kishner. 

The Cuarirman. Will you stand up, please, and raise your right 
hand? Do you swear the testimony you are about to give will be the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mrs. Kiser. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF SOPHIE KISHNER, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
DAN MARSHALL 


Mr. Tavenner. Would you state your name, please ? 

Mrs. Kisuner. My name is Sophie Kishner. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you spell your last name? 

Mrs. Kisuner. K-i-s-h-n-e-r. 

Mr. Tavenner. It is noted that Mrs. Kishner is accompanied by 
Mr. Dan Marshall, a member of the Los Angeles Bar. - 

Where do you reside ? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 
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Mrs. Kisuwer. I decline to answer this question on the following 
round: The Ist amendment of the Bill of Rights, the 4th amendment 
of the Bill of Rights, the 5th amendment of the Bill of Rights, the 6th 
amendment of the Bill of Rights, the 9th amendment of the Bill of 
Rights, and the 10th amendment of the Bill of Rights, and the lack of 
pertinency. 

Mr. Marsnaty. Will it be understood that, in the event of any fur- 
ther questions being asked the witness to which she wishes to decline 
to answer, her declination will have been deemed to be made upon all 
the grounds she has so stated ? 

The Cuatman. That will be understood; that any declination will 
be based on those grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. In relying on the fifth amendment as a ground for 
your refusal to answer, are you relying upon that part of the fifth 
amendment which relates to the use of testimony against yourself ? 

(Counsel confers with witness. ) 

Mrs. Kisuwer. I will decline to answer by the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you of the opinion that to answer the question 
truthfully might tend to incriminate you? 

Mrs. Kisuner. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I ask, Mr. Chairman, that she be directed to answer 
the question. 

The Cuarrman. She is directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Marsuauu. May we have the question read now ? 

The Cuatrman. Read the question. 

(The reporter read the record as requested.) 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Marsuary. Would you care to amend that question by adding 
“or tend to expose you to prosecution” ? 

Mr. Tavenner. No, sir. 

Mrs. Kisuner. Yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your occupation ? 

Mrs. Kistner. I decline to answer on the previously stated reasons. 

Mr. Marsnauy. Just a moment, Mr. Tavenner. 

You have to keep your voice up so the reporter can hear you. 

Mr. TavenNER. Where were you born ? 

Mrs. Kisuner. I decline to answer for the same reasons. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is Sophie Kishner your married name? 

Mrs. Kisuner. I decline to answer. 

Mr. TavenNER. Have you at any time lived under another name? 

Mrs. Kitsuner. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee’s investigation has disclosed that 
you have expressed dissatisfaction with the current operations of the 
Communist Party and that in fact you signed a letter of grievances 
on December 14, 1957, addressed to the National Committee of the 
Communist Party on that subject. Did you sign the letter using only 
your first name? 

Mrs. Kisuner. I decline to answer this question, sir, on the same 
grounds, 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you honestly contend and believe that to admit 
the signing of a‘letter of grievances addressed to the Communist 
Party of the United States would tend to incriminate you ? 

Mrs. Kisuner. I will decline to answer that question. 
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Mr. Tavenner. The letter of December 14, 1957, to which I have 
referred is Healey Exhibit No. 22. In this letter is found a recom- 
mendation that the present structure of the party be made more 
flexible so that membership in the present type of party club is not 
necessarily a requirement for adherence to the organization. What 
is your understanding of the meaning of that? 

{rs. Kisuner. I decline to answer, sir, on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you know the meaning? 

Mrs. Kisuner. I decline to answer, sir, on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you acquainted with the fact that at a subse- 
quent date Dorothy Healey attempted to answer this letter of griev- 
ances 

Mrs. Kisuner. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you not also aware of the fact that, after she 
attempted to answer the grievances, a number of the members of the 
Communist Party in the Southern District of California wrote a letter 
of resignation bearing date of March 26, 1958 ¢ 

Mrs. Kisuner. I decline to answer that question on the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you, although not a signer of that letter of 
resignation, nevertheless express agreement with it? 

Mrs. Kisuner. No. 

Mr. Tavenner. And follow it by your own resignation from the 
Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Kisuner. I decline to answer this question also on the same 
grounds, 

Mr. Tavenner. You are honestly of the opinion that to admit now 
that you have resigned from the Communist Party might tend to 
incriminate you? 

_ Mrs. Kisuner. I will have to decline to answer that question, too, 
sir. 
Mr. Tavenner. Will you tell us to what extent Dorothy Healey 
herself participated in the preparation of the letter of December 14, 
1957, constituting a statement of grievances / 

Mrs. Kisuner. I am going to decline to answer on the same 
grounds, 

Mr. Tavenner. How could it possibly incriminate you? We are 
asking about what part she played in it. 

Mrs. Kisuner. I am going to decline to answer, sir, on the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Any questions, Mr. Moulder 4 

Mr. Moutper. I have one question, Mr. Chairman. 

You refused to answer any and all questions propounded to you 
by counsel for the committee. If you had any information on sub- 
versive activities or acts of treason or disloyalty within the Commu- 
nist Party, would you inform this committee ? 

(Counsel confers with witness. ) 

Mrs. Kisuner. I decline to answer this question. 

The Cuarrman. That is all. 

ue. Tavenner. I would like the witness to return to the stand, 
please. 


The Cuamman, Mr, Marshall, we would like to ask one more 
question. 
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Mr. Tavenner. The committee’s investigation has disclosed that 
ou, as a matter of fact, resigned from the Communist Party in 
farch of 1958. Is that true? 

Mrs. Kisuner. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is not your real reason for refusing to answer any 

uestions about your resignation from the Communist Party due to 
the fact that you and others who have withdrawn from the Commu- 
nist Party still support the Communist Party in its objectives and, 
for all intents and purposes, you are still members though not mem- 
bers organizationally speaking ? 

Mrs. Kisuner. I am going to have to decline to answer that on the 
grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions. 

The Cuarman. Will you raise your right hand, please? Do you 
swear the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Sotomon. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH SOLOMON, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
AL WIRIN 


Mr. TavenneR. Will you state your name, please? 

Mr. Sotomon. Joseph Solomon. 

Mr. TavenNer. Where do you live? 

Mr. Sotomon. 1333 Bates Avenue. 

Mr. TavenNER. When and where were you born? 

Mr. Sotomon. August 26, 1913. 

Mr. TavENNeER. Where ? 

Mr. Soromon. San Diego. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your occupation ? 

(Counsel confers with witness. ) 

Mr. Soromon. I refuse to answer that on the basis of the first and 
the fifth and I don’t think it is pertinent. 

Mr. Tavenner. When you say you base your declination on the 
fifth amendment, do you mean that provision of the fifth amendment 
relating to self-incrimination ? 

Mr. Sentry Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moutper. Do you honestly believe in good faith that to answer 
that question might tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Soromon. Yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. Aren’t you engaged in work with the Griswold 
Duplicating Products, Inc., at 1820 Beverly Boulevard ? 

Mr. Sotomon. I refuse to answer on the previous grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Solomon, the committee’s investigation has dis- 
closed that you resigned from the Communist Party in the middle of 
1957 or that you were relieved of your Communist Party duties at 
that time. Which is correct? 

Mr. Sotomon. I refuse to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you relieved of actual membership at the 
instance of the Communist Party because of other duties that you 
were assigned to by the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Sotomon. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds 
previously stated. 
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Mr. TAvENNER. Were you assigned by the Communist Party to 
work of a political character? 

Mr. Sotomon. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds 
as previously stated. 

Mr. TavenNER. Do you honestly believe that to answer that ques- 
tion would tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Sotomon. Yes. 

Mr. TavenNner. Are you at the present time under Communist Party 
discipline 

Mr. Sotomon. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds, 
first and fifth. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee’s investigation also discloses that 

ou were at one time active within the Independent Progressive 
Part of California. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you state whether or not that activity on your 
part was instigated, suggested, or directed by the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Sotomon. I refuse to answer the question on ihe same grounds 
as previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Well, as a matter of fact, you were active in the 
work of the Independent Progressive Party, were you not ? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Soromon. I refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Chairman, I offer in evidence a photostatic 
copy of an Appointment of Members of the State Central Committee 
for the year 1954 and ask that it be marked “Solomon Exhibit No. 1.” 

The Cuarrman. Make it a part of the record. 

(Document marked “Solomon Exhibit No. 1,” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you examine this exhibit, please, and state 
whether or not the first person mentioned as an appointee to the State 
Central Committee as of August 8, 1954, is Joseph Solomon ? 

Mr. Sotomon. I refuse to answer this question on the same grounds 
as previously stated. 

r. TavENNER. Are you the Joseph Solomon mentioned as the first 
appointee on this exhibit? 
r. Soromon. I refuse to answer the question. 

Mr. Tavenner. I also offer in evidence an additional photostatic 
copy of an Appointment of Members of the State Central Committee 
for the year 1952, that is of the Independent Progressive Party. This 
relates to the oe of three other persons but it purports to 
have been signed by Joseph Solomon as a qualified delegate to the 
Sgr Convention for that year. May it be marked “Solomon Exhibit 

0. 2. 

_ Will you examine it, please, and state whether or not the signature 
is wer signature ? 
r. Sotomon. I refuse to answer the question. 

Mr. TavENNER. May it be received in evidence? 

The Cuatrman. Make it a part of the record. 

(Document marked “Solomon Exhibit No. 2,” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Tavenner. I also have a third document to offer in evidence 
and ask that it be marked “Solomon Exhibit No. 3.” It is a photo- 
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static copy of Appointment of Members of the State Central Com- 
raittee of the Sedsneninnt Progressive Party for the year 1950. 

The Cuatrman. Make ita part of the record. 

(Document marked “Solomon Exhibit No. 3,” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Solomon, will you look at the second name ap- 
pearing as an appointee for that year and state whose name it is? 

Mr. Sotomon. I refuse to answer the question. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you not appointed to the State Central Com- 
mittee for the year 1950? 

Mr. Sotomon. I refuse to answer the question, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where did you reside in 1945? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Sotomon. I refuse to answer the question, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. In 1945 were you a member of the San Pedro Club 
of the Communist Political Association ? 

Mr. Sotomon. I refuse to answer the question. 

Mr. Movutper. May I interrupt, Mr. Chairman, at that point? 

You refuse to answer that question on the same grounds you used 
previously ? 

Mr. Sotomon. Same grounds, yes. 

Mr. Movtper. Also, Mr. Tavenner asked you if you honestly be- 
lieved that a truthful answer to the question might tend to incrimi- 
nate you. You said “yes.” Do you believe that if you honestly 
anouened the question just propounded it might tend to incriminate 

ou? 
Mr. Sotomon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Movtper. While a member of that club, did you ever commit 
a crime or any act. of treason or disloyalty to our country ? 

Mr. Sotomon. I refuse to answer that question, sir. Same grounds 
as previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. After the so-called reconstruction of the Commu- 
nist Party in 1946, did you become a member of the Communist Party 
in San Pedro? 

Mr. Soromon. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds 
as previously stated, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. I offer in evidence, and ask that it be marked “Solo- 
mon Exhibit No. 4,” a thermofax copy of an article appearing in the 
May 10, 1946, issue of People’s World, entitled “Negro Girl De- 
fended—Communist Group Pulls Cover Off of Bus Driver’s Charges.” 
May it be received in evidence? 

The Cuatrman. Let it be received. 

(Document marked “Solomon Exhibit No. 4,” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. The last paragraph of this article reads as follows: 

On the Communist committee are Morel, Robert Levine, Steve Edney, William 
Wright, Helen Robello and Joseph Solomon. 

Ps "7 identification of Joseph Solomon a correct identification 
of you? 

Mr. Sotomon. I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the same 
grounds as previously stated. 

The Cuarrman. Let me see that. 
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Mr. TavenNneER. Were you a member of the committee of the Com- 
munist Party on the date indicated ? 

Mr. Sotomon. I refuse to answer again on the same basis. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is it not true that as late as May 1956 you were 
section organizer of the Eastern Division of the Los Angeles County 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Sotomon. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds 
as previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. As indicated in my earlier question, there was some 
uncertainty as to whether you resigned from the Communist Party or 
whether you were assigned some particular activity and that your 
name should be dropped as an organizational member of the Com- 
munist Party. So let me ask you this question: Are you now a mem- 
ber of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Sotomon. I refuse to answer the question, sir, on the same 
grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you at any time gone through the formality 
of resigning from the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Sotomon. I refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions. 

Mr. Moutper. Were you ever a member of the U.S. Armed Forces? 

Mr. Soromon. No, sir. 

Mr. Moutper. Were you subject to military service call during the 
last war? 

Mr. Soromon. You mean was I classified, and so forth ? 

Mr. Yes. 

Mr. Soromon. Yes; I was subject. 

Mr. Movutper. What was your classification ? 

Mr. Sotomon. I believe it was III-A. 

Mr. Mounper. You were how old at the time? 

Mr. Sotomon. Which year are you referring to now? 

Mr. 1942. 

Mr. Soromon. 1942, that is 16 years ago. 29. 

Mr. Moutper. That is all. 

The Cuatrman. Will you raise your right hand, please? Do you 
wear the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole 
‘ruth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mrs. Brner. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF STELLA CHOYKE BIBER, ACCOMPANIED BY 
COUNSEL, LOREN MILLER 


Mr. TaveNNeER. Will you state your name, please ? 

Mrs. Brper. My name is Stella Biber. 

Mr. Tavenner. How do you spell your last name? 

Mrs. Breer. B-i-b-e-r. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you have a middle initial ? 

Mrs. Brser. Sometimes I use the initial “C.” 

Mr. Tavenner. Will counsel identify himself for the record ? 
Mr. Mitirr. My name is Loren Miller. 

Mr. TavenneER. When and where were you born ? 

Mrs, Brper. I was born in New York City, September 11, 1902, 
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Mr. Tavenner. When did you come to California to make it the 
place of your residence ? 

Mrs. Bier. About 15 years ago. 

Mr. TavenNER. What is your occupation ? 

Mrs. Breer. I am a bookkeeper. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you please tell the committee what your formal 
educational training has been ? 

Mrs. Brper. Grammar school—it was all in New York City, of 
course—and Julia Richman High School, and I went to New York 
University where I studied accounting and business administration. 

Mr. TaveNNer. You say you are presently engaged as a bookkeeper! 

Mrs. Biper. That is true. 

Mr. Tavenner. Over how long a period of time have you been so 
employed 

Mrs. Bier. Oh, I have been a bookkeeper for almost 40 years. 

Mr. Tavenner. That has been your constant work since being in 
California ? 

Mrs. Biper. Yes; also since I was 16 years of age. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you at any time won in any other occupa- 
tion besides that of a bookkeeper ? 

Mrs. Breer. No. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee’s investigation indicates that you 
were an organizational secretary of the 62d Assembly District of the 
Communist Party in 1951. Isthat correct ? 

Mrs. Breer. Well, I refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. TavenNER. Why? 

Mrs. Breer. Under—well, first, I claim the first amendment to the 
Constitution, and I wish to invoke the fifth amendment of the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 

Mr. TavenNER. Have you at any time been assigned by the Com- 
munist Party to become active in the Independent Progressive Party 
of California ? 

Mrs. Brrr. I decline to answer that question for the reason previ- 
ously stated. 

“7 TavENNER. Well, you have been active in that work, have you 
not 

Mrs. Brser. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Tavenner. I desire to offer in evidence a photostatic copy of 
a petition of the Independent Progressive Party to participate in the 
primary election of June 1, 1948, to which there is attached an affidavit 
over the signature of a Stella C. Biber. I desire to offer it in evidence 
and ask that it be marked “Biber Exhibit No. 1.” 

The Cuatrman. Make it a part of the record. 

“ _ marked “Biber Exhibit No. 1” and retained in committee 
es. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you examine it, please, and state whether or 
not there is an affidavit at the end of that petition stating that you 
a and obtained the signatures of the persons appearing 
above 

Mrs. Breer. I decline to answer the question for the reasons pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is the signature appearing at the bottom of the 
petition your signature? 
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Mrs. Brser. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you at any time been assigned by the Com- 
munist Party to work in the Los Angeles Negro Labor Council ? 

Mrs. Brrer. I decline to answer that question and invoke the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Moutprr. Do you honestly believe that the truthful answer 
to that question would tend to incriminate you ? 

Mrs. Breer. Well, that is my answer. I claim the privilege of the 
first amendment, which deals with right of association, and also the 
privilege of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Movutper. Do you believe that to tell whether or not you are 
a member of a Negro Labor Council might tend to incriminate you to 
the extent that you would be subjected to prosecution / 

Mrs. Brper. i have given my answer. 

Mr. Moutper. You haven’t answered my question. I just asked 
you a question. 

Mrs. Breer. I have no other answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. I failed to ask you, is the name Stella C. Biber your 
maiden name or your married name? 

Mrs. Biser. That is my married name. 

Mr. Tavenner. What was your maiden name? 

Mrs. Brser. Stella Choyke. That is where the C comes from. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the executive board of the 
Wiggins Club of the Communist Party of Los Angeles in 1949? 

Mrs. Breer. I decline to answer for the reasons previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. There was a convention—in fact the organization 
convention—of the Southern District of the California Communist 
Party held in Los Angeles on April 13 and 14, 1957, which was ad- 
dressed at that time by the chairman of this district, Dorothy Healey. 
Our information is that you were a delegate to that convention, is 
that correct ? 

Mrs. Brser. I decline to answer. 

Mr, Tavenner. Did you attend the convention ? 

Mrs. Biser. I decline to answer for the reasons previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. You are acquainted with the character of the 
report that she made, are you not ¢ 

Mrs. Breer. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Let me ask you a little about it. She reported the 
decision of the National Committee of the Communist Party, support- 
ing the Soviet use of armed forces in Hungary. Did you at any time 
remonstrate against that? 

Mrs. Breer. I decline to answer that question for the reasons pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you at any time support, directly or in- 
directly, the Communist Party in its support of the Soviet Union’s 
action in Hungary ? 

Mrs. Brner. yo to answer that question for the reasons pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. You are aware of the great division of opinion 
umong the members of the District Council of the Southern District 
of California regarding the execution of Nagy; are you not? 

Mrs. Biner. I decline to answer that question. 
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Mr. Tavenner. Were you present at a meeting held on July 27, 
1958, of the District Council of the Communist Party for the Southern 
District. of California? 

Mrs. Brser. I decline to answer that question for the reasons pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. It is not our information that you were present, 
but I thought if you happened to be and we missed it in some way, 
you might enlighten us on the subject. 

Mrs. Biser. I would be glad to be helpful to you, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Then, let me ask you what the plans of the Com 
munist Party are regarding Dorothy Healey’s retention as the leader 
of the Communist Party in this area? Now you can be helpful. 

Mrs. Bier. That is quite a question. I decline to answer that 


question. 

Mr. Tavenner. You are very helpful. That is all. 

The Cuairman. No further questions. We will recess until 2 
o'clock. 


(Members present: Representatives Walter and Moulder.) 
(Whereupon, at 12:05 p.m., Wednesday, September 3, 1958, the 
committee recessed, to reconvene at 2 p.m. of the same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION—WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 3, 1958 


The hearing was resumed at 2:20 p.m., pursuant to the recess. 

(Committee members present: Representatives Walter and 
Moulder.) 

The Cuarrman. The hearing will be in order. 

Will you raise your right hand, please ? 


Do you swear the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, 


the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 
Mr. Gavron. I do. 
The CuarrmMan. Sit down. 


ROBERT J. SCHMORLEITZ 


Mr. Tavenner. Will youstate your name, please, sir? 
Mr. Gavron. Joseph I. Gavron. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you spell your last name? 

Mr. Gavron. G-a-v-r-o-n. 


Mr. Tavenner. It is noticed that the witness is accompanied by 


counsel. Will counsel please identify himself for the record? 


Mr. Scumorterrz. Robert J. Schmorleitz, member of the California 


Bar, offices at 11108 Houston Street, North Hollywood. 
Mr. Tavenner. Where do you reside, Mr. Gavron ? 
Mr. Gavron. In Sun Valley. 

Mr. TaveNNER. What is the address? 
Mr. Gavron. 10447 Lanark Street. 
Mr. TavenNer. When and where were you born ? 


Mr. Gavron. I was born in Perth Amboy, N.J., in 1920, November 1. 
Mr. Tavenner. When did you first come to California to make it 
the place of your permanent residence, if it is the place of your 


permanent residence / 
Mr. Gavron. In 1946. 


TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH I. GAVRON, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
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Mr. Tavenner. What is your occupation ? 

Mr. Gavron. Iam asalesman. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you tell the committee, briefly, what your 
formal educational training has been ? 

Mr. Gavron. Well, I went to elementary school, then to junior high, 
and was graduated from high school in 1937; and I went for a period 
of 314 years to a number of junior colleges in the evening. That is 
the extent of my formal education. 

Mr. Tavenner. What has been your record of employment in Cali- 
fornia since your arrival in 1946? 

Mr. Gavron. I have always been a salesman. 

Mr. Tavenner. Salesman in what type of work? 

Mr. Gavron. In general food industry. 

Mr. Tavenner. Does this carry you outside of the corporate limits 
of Los Angeles? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Gavron. May I ask, sir, the pertinency of that question, the 
pertinency of that question relative to the committee hearing? 

Mr. Tavenner. The pertinency of that question is that the com- 
mittee desires to know to what extent you have been available in the 
Southern District of California for carrying on presently the work 
of the Communist Party in this area; and the fact that your duties 
confine you to the city of Los Angeles or whether it is over a broader 
area is certainly pertinent in following the committee’s investiga- 
tion of the present activities and purposes of the present activities 
of the Communist Party in this area. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Gavron. Sir, I respectfully decline to answer that question 
on the grounds of the first and fifth amendments and also on the 
grounds of pertinency. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you relying on that part of the fifth amend- 
ment which has to do with the giving of testimony against yourself 
or the self-incrimination section of the fifth amendment ? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Gavron. I am relying on the entire fifth amendment, which 
includes, of course, the section that you just stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you honestly apprehend that a truthful an- 
swer to the question I asked you would tend to incriminate you? 

_Mr. Gavron. Sir, I have already given my answer to that ques- 
tion. 

The CHarrmMan. You have not answered this question. Answer 
the question. 

Mr. Gavron. I answer the question, sir, on the same grounds that 
[have previously stated. 

The Cratrman. In other words, you refuse to answer the question 
on the pee that you have stated ¢ 

Mr. Gavron. That is correct, sir. 


The CHarrman. All right. 

Mr. Tavenner. I think, Mr. Chairman, in light of the witness’ re- 
fusal to answer a plain question which is addressed to the real motive 
of his refusal to answer, that he should be directed to answer. 

The Cuatrman. I have directed him to answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. You understand you have been directed to answer 
the question ? 
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(Witness confers with counsel. ) 

Mr. Gavron. For the record, I have refused to answer the question 
on the grounds that I have previously stated, based on the first and 
fifth amendments of the Constitution, and I refuse to answer this 
question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Gavron, during the course of this hearing and 
the investigation made by the committee prior to the hearing, it has 
been ascertained that a new organizational setup has been made for 
the Communist Party in the State of California. The State of Cali- 
fornia has now been divided into two districts, one being the South- 
ern District of the Communist Party of California, which we un- 
derstand has a district council composed of 62 members. 

Are you a member of that council ? 

Mr. Gavron. I respectfully, sir, refuse to answer the question on 
the org of the first amendment to the Constitution, supplemented 
by the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee understands that the first organiza- 
tional meeting of the newly established district occurred on April 13 
and 14, 1957, and at this meeting the chairman of this district, Doro- 
thy Healey, made a rather extended report on trade union matters, 
the Jewish question, the People’s World, and numerous other sub- 
jects. chien the items covered by her report was a section relating 
to youth. 

Have you been particularly interested in Communist Party ac- 
tivities within youth groups? 

Mr. Gavron. Sir, I respectfully decline to answer the question on 
the grounds of the first amendment and the fifth amendment. — 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you read the section of Dorothy Healey’s 
on youth? 

r. Gavron. Sir, I again respectfully decline to answer this ques- 
tion both on the grounds of the first amendment to the Constitution, 
supplemented by the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you not, for a long period of time, been inter- 
ested actively in various phases of the youth movement at the instance 
of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Gavron. Again, sir, I respectfully decline to answer that ques- 
tion on the grounds of the first amendment to the Constitution as well 
as the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer in evidence a ther- 
mofax copy of the February 16, 1948, issue of People’s World and ask 
that it be marked “Gavron Exhibit No. 1.” 

The Cuatrman. It will be made a part of the record. 

(Document markéd “Gavron Exhibit No. 1,” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Tavenner. This excerpt includes an article entitled, “Army 
Draft Protest Set Tonight.” It announces the speakers who were to 
appear on this program, and the last one mentioned is Joseph Gavron. 
American Youth for Democracy board member. 

Were you correctly described there as a board member of the 
American Youth for Democracy? 

(Document handed to witness. ) 

Mr. Gavron. Sir, I respectfully decline to answer the question both 
on the eons of the first amendment to our Constitution, supple: 
mented by the fifth amendment to our Constitution. 
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Mr. Tavenner. Have you also been active in the work of the Labor 
Youth League in Los Angeles? 

Mr. Gavron. Sir, I respectfully decline to answer that question on 
the grounds both of the first amendment to our Constitution, supple- 
mented by the fifth amendment to our Constitution. 

Mr. Tavenner. It is our understanding from the records of the 
Sixteenth National Convention of the Communist Party, held in 
New York February 1957, that generally speaking the work of the 
Communist Party in youth groups was failing, or at least that they 
were being unsuccessful, in attracting the attention of the youth of 
the country as it had hoped to do. 

You are familiar with that, are you not? 

Mr. Gavron. I again, sir, respectfully refuse to answer the question 
both on the grounds of the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Tavenner. Has this not led to the disbandment of the Labor 
Youth League of America, which is, of course, a cited organization, 
cited as a Communist organization ? 

Mr. Gavron. Again, sir, 1 respectfully decline to answer the ques- 
tion, based both on the grounds of the first amendment to our Consti- 
tution as well as on the grounds of the fifth amendment to our 
Constitution. 

Mr. Tavenner. Aren’t you involved now in a plan of the Communist 
Party to extend and renew its activities among youth ? 

Mr. Gavron. Again, sir, I respectfully decline to answer the ques- 
tion, based on the grounds of the first amendment to the Constitution 
as well as the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. TAveNNER. Will you give the committee the benefit of what 
knowledge you have of the present plan of the Communist Party to 
extend its activities among youth or in youth fields? 

Mr. Gavron. Again, sir, I respectfully decline to answer the ques- 
tion, based on the first amendment to the Constitution as well as the 
fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you, at any time, engaged in work within the 
Independent Progressive Party o California at the instance of the 
Communist Party? That is, work carrying on Communist Party 
activities within that group? 

Mr. Gavron. Again, sir, I respectfully decline to answer the ques- 
tion, based on both the first amendment to the Constitution, as well as 
on the grounds of the fifth amendment to our Constitution. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Chairman, I offer in evidence a photostatic copy 
of the petition to participate in the primary election June 1, 1948, of 
the Inc ependent Progressive Party of California and ask that it be 
marked “Gavron Exhibit No. 2.” 

The CuatrmMan. It will be put in the record. 

(Document marked “Gavron Exhibit No. 2,” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Tavenner. At the end of this petition, which lists a number of 
hames as petitioners, there is an aflidavit in the name of Joseph Gavron 
regarding the circulation of the petition. 

Mr. Gavron, will you examine this affidavit and state whether or not. 
the signature appearing there is your genuine signature ? 

Mr. Gavron. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 
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Mr. Gavron. Sir, I respectfully decline to answer that question, 
based on the first amendment to our Constitution as well as the fifth 
amendment to our Constitution. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Gavron, there has been introduced in evidence, 
during the course of this hearing, a letter of grievances signed by 22 
yersons, under date of December 14, 1957, and directed to the National 

Jommittee of the Communist Party. This letter is quite a severe 
indictment of the leadership, the present leadership of the Communist 
Party, on a national level. 

According to the committee’s information, we are able to identify 
the names of those who signed that letter. The full names of some are 
given. In other instances, only the first name and middle initial. 
In some instances, only the first name is given. We find here, for 
instance, the name of “Joe,” with the designation of the Communist 
Party unit of which he was a member as “Valley 22.” 

Will you state whether or not that was your method of signing this 
letter of grievances? 

Mr. Gavron. Sir, I respectfully decline to answer the question, 
based upon the grounds of the first amendment to our Constitution, 
supplemented by the fifth amendment to our Constitution. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you sign it? 

Mr. Gavron. I have already answered the question, sir. I will 
answer it again. 

I do respectfully decline to answer it, based on the constitutional 
grounds of the first amendment to our Constitution as well as the 
fifth amendment to our Constitution, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Communist Party of 
the Southern District of California on December 14, 1957? 

Mr. Gavron. I again, sir, respectfully refuse, decline to answer 
the question, based on the first and fifth amendments to our Con- 
stitution. 

Mr. Tavenner. That letter of protest or letter of grievances was 
replied to by Dorothy Healey. She circulated her reply in writing 
on the 9th day of March 1958, among the 62 members of the District 
7 sia of the Communist Party for the Southern District of Cali- 

ornia. 

Did you receive a copy of that reply ? 

Mr. Gavron. Sir, I respectfully decline to answer the question, 
based on both the first and fifth amendments to our Constitution. 

Mr. Tavenner. The reply apparently did not persuade the majority 
of those who signed the letter of grievances or, rather, it may have 
persuaded the majority, but not all of those who signed the letter of 
ape for on March 26, 1958, a letter of resignation was signed 

»y a number of persons, directed to the National Committee of the 
Communist Party. Did you sign any such letter? 

We do not find your name; I will state it fairly that we do not find 

your name or anything indicating the presence of your name on the 
etter of resignation. But have you signed any resignation, whether 
on that date or any other date, as a member of the Communist Party? 

(Witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Gavron. Sir, I respectfully decline to answer the question, 
based on the grounds of the first amendment and the fifth amendment 
to our Constitution. 
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Mr. Tavenner. Now, having studied the letter of grievances to 
which your name is attached, I am convinced that you do not agree 
with the leadership of the Communist Party on a national level. 
I am rather persuaded to think that you are not now a member of 
the Communist Party. Why do you not give us the facts! 

Is it true that you are not now a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Gavron. i. you have a number of questions involved in the 
last statement, so if you would—— 

Mr. Tavenner. Just answer the last one. You are not now a mem- 
ber of the Communist Party, are you ? 

Mr. Gavron. I am not a member of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Tavenner. I thought not. And you are not a member because 
a with the leadership of the Communist Party, did you 
not 

Mr. Gavron. I respectfully decline to answer the question, based 
on the first and fifth amendments to our Constitution. 

Mr. Tavenner. As a practical matter, Mr. Gavron, the members of 
this committee understand these problems. You are not fooling any- 
body by saying that you are not a member now but not saying any- 
thing about having resigned from the Communist Party. There can 
only be one fair, reasonable inference from your testimony. Now, 
why do you not give the committee the full facts in regard to it? 
We have important matters to ask you that are certainly within your 
knowledge. 

Why are you not frank with this group and tell them the facts, 
instead of trying to play a game with the committee / 

Mr. Gavron. Would the counsel kindly rephrase the question ? 


Mr. Tavenner. Yes. Why do you continue to play a game with 
the committee and refuse to answer a question which relates to im- 
portant matters that this committee wants to learn about? 

Mr. Gavron. Sir, I respectfully suggest that I am not playing a 
a with the committee, and have in the past and will continue to, 

uring the process of the hearing, answer the sage or decline 

u 


to answer the questions in as proper and respectful a manner as I can. 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes, I am impressed with that. I am impressed 
with your respectful attitude. And I think you want to tell this 
committee the facts. Why don’t you do it? What is there to pre- 
vent you from doing it‘ Is there any fear or have there been any 
threats of any character that would influence you ? 

(Witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Gavron. It is, sir, my feeling that in regard to the general 
areas protected by the first amendment relative to association, free- 
dom of speech and press, political persuasion, that these areas are 
quite specifically protected from inquiry from a congressional com- 
mittee, and it is for this reason that I respectfully refrain from dis- 
cussing matters that fall into this general category. 

Mr. Tavenner. Although your name is not subscribed as one of 
those who signed the letter of resignation, did you later subscribe 
to it, in any form, by way of 

Mr. Gavron. Sir, I respectfully decline to answer the question, 
based on the first amendment to our Constitution and the fifth amend- 
ment to our Constitution. 
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Mr. Tavenner. Now, having ascertained that you are no longer 
a member of the Communist Party and having the informa- 
tion of which I have spoken regarding your former Communist Party 
membership and the signing of your name as one of those who opposed 
the leadership of the Communist Party in the letter of grievances, 
and coupled with your continual refusal after having every oppor- 
tunity to give us an explanation, I am left with no possible conclusion 
in the matter other than this which appears in the letter of grievances 
which you signed. There is a recommendation in this letter asking 
that the present structure of the Communist Party be made more 
flexible so that membership in the present type of party club is not 
necessarily a requirement for adherence to the Communist Party. 
You understand what I mean ¢ 

Mr. Gavron. I believe I understand what you just said. 

Mr. TavenneR. In other words, here is a request or, rather, a state- 
ment of grievances signed by you which is asking the privilege of not 
— organizationally speaking, a member of the Communist Party, 

ut yet-—— 

(Witness confers with counsel. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. But yet one who adheres to the organization. 

Now, doesn’t that mean that as far as you are concerned—I will 
not ask about other en in regard to it, but only as to you—that 
you are just as much a member of the Communist Party today in 


carrying out its objectives as you were before this letter of grievances 
was sent forth except that you are not, organizationally speaking, a 
dues-paying member? 


You are nodding your head with approval. 

Mr. Gavron. Sir—— 

Mr. Tavenner. And I assume you agree to that. 

Mr. Gavron. No,sir. I would like to say that your reference—— 

(Counsel confers with witness. ) 

Mr. Gavron. Sir, you made reference to the signature to a letter of 
grievances, allegedly mine. I made no such statement in recognition 
of any signature or letter. The assumption that the name is mine is 
yours to make. 

The CuarrMan. Was it yours? 

Mr. Gavron. Sir, I respectfully declined to answer the question in 
a previous statement put forward to me by counsel. 

The CuatrMan. Ask another question, Mr. Tavenner. 

Mr. TaveNnNeER. You have not answered the question. 

The Cuarrman. Of course he has not. Go ahead and ask another 
one. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you now an adherent to the Communist Party 
organization although not, organizationally speaking, a dues-paying 
member ? 

Mr. Gavron. I respectfully, Counselor, decline to answer the ques- 
tion based on the grounds of the first and fifth amendments to our 
Constitution. 

Mr. Tavenner. And do you apprehend that a truthful answer to 
that question might tend to incriminate you ? 

Mr. asm. t have, sir, respectfully indicated my answer to the 
question. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 
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The Cuairman. Any questions? 

Mr. Mourper. Just one question, Mr. Chairman. 

Did you know that this committee is striving to secure through 
witnesses all the information it possibly can to assist the committee 
in formulating pa to protect our national security? Do you 
have any knowledge or information concerning the act of any person 
within the Communist Party which is subversive or which endangers 
our national security ? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Gavron. Sir, I have no knowledge of any individual who is a 
threat to the security of our country. 

Mr. Moutper. Have you yourself been guilty of committing any 
acts, subversive acts or conduct, which might endanger our national 
security or present system or form of Government? 

Mr. Gavron. Sir, I say most unequivocally that I have not ever 
committed any illegal acts, and in regard to the general reference to 
subversive, I would need a more definitive explanation of the term, 
sir. 

Mr. Mouxper. Well, then, your answer causes me to ask you this 
question : How can you, in good faith, claim the provisions of the fifth 
amendment? By answering the questions in that way you are placing 
yourself in the position of being subjected to prosecution, when you 
~~ you have not violated any law or commit vy act of disloyalty 
which is a threat to our national security. Then how do you claim 
the provisions of the fifth amendment in answering questions which 
were propounded by counsel—that to answer might tend to incrimi- 


nate you and 7 you to prosecution ? 
full 


Mr. Gavron. I respect suggest that the concept of the fifth 
amendment is indeed not a shield for the guilty but rather, in fact, 
a shield for the innocent; and it is in that sense and in that regard 
that I claim the fifth amendment in response to the questions put for- 
ward to me by counsel. 

The Cuairman. That is the modern concept of the fifth amendment. 

Anything further, Mr. Tavenner ? 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes, sir, one question. Are you at this time a 
—_ of the 22d Congressional District unit of the Communist 

art 

Mr. Gavron. Sir, I respectfully decline to answer the question, 
based on the first and the fifth amendments. 

Mr. TavennerR. Just a moment ago, a little while ago, you said you 
were not at the present time a member of the Communist Party. 
Maybe you misunderstood my question. This is almost the same 
thing, when I ask you whether you are a member of a particular unit 
of t ° Communist Party at this time. Do you understand what I 
mean ? 

Mr. Gavron. Yes, sir. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Gavron. Sir, would you kindly repeat the last question ? 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes. Are you at this time a member of the 22d 
Congressional District unit of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Gavron. Sir, in the question, rather, pat forward to me by you 
relative to membership in the Communist Party where I answered 
negatively, I again answer I do not belong nor am I a member of the 
Communist Party. 
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Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of that unit of the Communist 
Party at any time in March of 1958? 

Mr. Gavron. Sir, I respectfully decline to answer the question, 
ag on the grounds of the first amendment, supplemented by the 

th. 

Mr. Tavenner. There was a very important meeting of the district 
council of the Communist Party on the 27th of July 1958. So I 
would like to ask you whether or not at any time during the month 
of July 1958 you were a member of the 22d Congressional District 
unit of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Gavron. Sir, I again respectfully decline to answer the ques- 
tion, based on the first and fifth sere Moree to our Constitution. 

Mr. Tavenner. Although you say you are not a member of the 
Communist Party today, which is the 3d day of September, were you 
a member of the Communist Party on the Ist day of September 1958 ? 

Let me correct that by saying: Were you a member of the 22d Con- 
gressional District unit of the Communist Party on the Ist day of 
ig grey of this year, just 2 or 3 days ago? 

Mr. Gavron. Sir, I respectfully decline to answer the question, 
based on both the first and the fifth amendments to the Constitution. 

Mr. Tavenner. You see that makes us question your good faith in 
your denial of Communist Party membership. Did you determine 
that you were no longer a member of the Coicmnatit Party when 


you appeared in this building to attend this hearing? Was that 
the time you ceased to become a member ? 
Mr. Gavron. I respectfully give the same answer, sir, that I gave 


a moment ago, based on the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Tavenner. Let us come to the point. Were you a member of 
the Communist Party when you entered the door to this hearing room 
immediately prior to taking the witness stand ? 

Mr. Gavron. The same answer to the question, sir. I decline to 
answer it, respectfully decline, on the grounds of the first and fifth 
amendments. 

The Cuarrman. Is that all, Mr. Tavenner? 

Mr. TavENNER. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. The witness is excused. 

Mr. Tavenner. Call Esther Sokolow. 

The Cuarrman. Will you raise your right hand, please? 

Do you swear the testimony you are about to give will be the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mrs. Soxotow. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF ESTHER GOLDIE SOKOLOW, ACCOMPANIED BY 
COUNSEL, AL WIRIN 


Mr. TavenNerR. What is your name, please ? 
Mrs. Soxotow. Esther Sokolow. 

Mr. TavenneER. Will you spell your last name? 
Mrs. Soxotow. S-o-k-o-]-o-w. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you have a middle name? 
Mrs. Soxotow. No, I don’t. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is that your married name? 
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Mrs. SoxoLow. Oh, wait a minute. I had a middle name once. It 
was Goldie, G-o-]-d-i-e. I never use it. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is that your married name or your maiden name? 

Mrs. Soxotow. My married name. 

Mr. Tavenner. What was your name prior to marriage? 

Mrs. Soxotow. I am afraid I won’t be able to answer that question 
under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. It is noted that the witness is accompanied by coun- 
sel, Mr. Al Wirin, a member of the Los Angeles Bar. 

Where were you born ? 

Mrs. Soxotow. Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Mr. Tavenner. What day? 

Mrs. SoxoLow. April 1, 1902. 

Mr. Tavenner. When did you first come to California to make it 
your permanent place of residence‘ 

Mrs. Soxotow. Let’s see. I was brought here—I can’t remember 
whether it was 1910 or 1911, one of those2 years. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your profession ? 

Mrs. Soxotow. Iam a social worker. 

Mr, Tavenner. Have you been engaged in the work of any pro- 
fession 

Mrs. Soxotow. Yes. I taught fora short while. 

Mr. Tavenner. Over what period of time / 

Mrs. SoxoLow. 19—one semester in 1923 and one semester in 1924, 
and I was on the substitute list for about 2 years, but I didn’t get called 
very often. 

Mr. Tavenner. When was that ? 

Mrs. Soxotow. Immediately following—no, wait a minute—1927— 
I don’t remember those dates, up to 1928. 

(Counsel confers with witness. ) 

Mr. TAvENNER. 1928? 

Mrs. Soxotow. I think that was the date that I terminated being on 
the substitute list. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you apply for a teaching position in any more 
recent period than that ¢ 

Mrs. Soxotow. Not for teaching. 

Mr. Tavenner. What did you apply for ? 

Mrs. Soxotow. Well, I will tell you, I think I had better take the 
fifth on that. 

Mr. TaveNNER. You say you think you should? Won't you change 
your mind and tell us the facts ? 

a Soxotow. No; I think maybe I had better take the fifth on 
that. 

Mr. TaveNNER. Do you take the fifth amendment ? 

Mrs. Soxotow. I do. 

Mr. Tavenner. And by taking the fifth amendment, do you mean 
to * as that if you gave a truthful answer, it might tend to incriminate 

ou 
Mrs. Soxotow. It might. It wouldn’t incriminate me. 

Mr. Tavenner. That is the definition of the fifth amendment. 

Mrs. Soxotow. But it might open me up to prosecution, and my 
lawyer—— 

(Counsel confers with witness. ) 
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Mrs. Soxotow. And my lawyer tells me that that is incrimination. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you tell us briefly what your formal educa- 
tional training has been ? 

Mrs. Soxotow. Well, I have a B.A. and about 3 years of graduate 
work, including a master’s in English. 

Mr. Tavenner. In what school did you receive your B.A. degree 
and do your master’s work ? 

Mrs. Soxotow. The B.A. was from the University of California 
in Berkeley. The master’s is from Occidental College. 

Mr. Tavenner. What year? 

Mrs. Soxotow. Let me see. June of 1925, I got the master’s. 

Mr. Tavenner. You stated that more recently you have been a social 
worker. Over what period of time specifically and where? 

Mrs. Soxotow. A long time. But as I told you before, Mr. Taven- 
ner, with respect to that—just a minute. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Wirtn. May the question be read to the witness? 

The CHatrman. Read the question. 

Mr. Tavenner. I will restate the question. 

Over what ‘ie of time have you been engaged in social work or 
welfare work 

Mrs. Soxotow. You know, I am just wondering, that doesn’t seem 
too pertinent to me, and I am afraid I am going to have to take the 
fifth on that. 

The Cuarrman. Don’t you be afraid. Are you going to invoke the 
fifth amendment? Do you invoke the fifth amendment? 

Mrs. Soxotow. Oh, yes, I do. 

Mr. Movuwper. May I interpose this question? Are you now em- 
ployed by the city government or State government in that capacity, 
as a social worker? 

(Counsel confers with witness. ) 

Mr. Wirrn. May I speak to the witness ? 

The CHarrman. Yes, you may. 

Mrs. Soxotow. May I ask you to repeat that question ¢ 

Mr. Moutper. Are you now employed by the city government or the 
county, State, or Federal Government as a social worker or in any 
other capacity ? 

Mrs. Soxotow. I ask to be excused from this question. You see, 
the committee knows where I work. I was served—— 

The Cuarrman. Your request to be excused is not adequate. You 
are directed to answer the question. 

Mrs. Soxotow. I asked to be excused on the basis—— 

The Cuatan. I already said you would not be excused from an- 
swering the question, and I am directing you to answer the question 
that Judge Moulder just propounded. 

Mr. Wirrn. May she state the reasons why she cannot answer the 
question? She has not finished her answer, Mr. Walter. She has be- 
gun to state the reasons. 

The Cuatrman. No, she did not at all. She said she wanted to be 
excused. 

Mr. Wirin. This was her way of beginning to state her reasons. 
May she continue? 

he CuairMAN. Just say you are not going to answer it and then 
tell us why. 
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Mrs. Soxotow. I cannot answer because, first, you know where I am 
employed. I was served there. Secondly, I work for a very reputable 
agency and I do not want to embarrass my employers. 

The Cuatrman. Why would it be embarrassing to your employers? 

Mrs. SoxoLow. It would be embarrassing to my employers, and also 
I really don’t want to lose my job. 

Mr. Wirrn. Just one second. 

(Counsel confers with witness. ) 

Mr. Wirt. She wants to answer your question a little more fully. 
She hasn’t answered your inquiry. 

The CuarrMan. Can we assume from that that you are not employed 
by the Government or any subdivision thereof ? 

Mrs. Soxotow. You may assume thereof. 

The Cuamrman. Now we are making a little progress. Go ahead, 
Mr. Tavenner. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member at any time of the Communist 
Party in the Silver Lake area ? 

Mrs. Soxorow. I decline to answer on the basis of the fifth amend- 
ment and on the basis that it is hardly pertinent. 

Mr. TaveNneR. Have you not expressed a disagreement with the 
present leadership of the Communist Party in its methods of 
operation ? 

Mrs. Soxorow. I decline to answer on the basis of the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. As a result of a disagreement, haven’t you now 
resigned from the Communist Party? 


r. Wirt. Mr. Lloyd Wright has so come into the room. 


The CuatrMan. Please sit down, L 

Go ahead. 

Mr. Wrirry. Mr. Wright’s presence is not in connectiun with this 
present interrogation ? 

Mr. Tavenner. Not at all. 

Mr. Wir. He is here with regard to representation in a possible 
litigation ? 

Mrs. Soxotow. Your question was—— 

Mr. TavenNer. My question was: Haven’t you resigned from the 
Communist Party because of the opposition to the Communist Party 
leadership and the view that it is now ineffective ? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mrs. Soxotow. I refuse to answer on the grounds of the fifth amend- 
ment and pertinency. 

Mr. Tavenner. We understand that you are not a membem of tha 
Communist Party. 

Mrs. Soxotow. Same reason. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions. 

The CuatrMan. The witness is excused. 

We will take a few minutes’ recess. 

(Committee members present: Representatives Walter and 
Moulder. ) 

recess. ) 

: rete members present: Representatives Walter and Moul- 
er. 


oyd. That is all right. 
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The CHarmman. Will you raise your right hand, please? Do you 
swear the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Isuimara. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF SAKAE ISHIHARA, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
AL WIRIN 


Mr. Tavenner. What is your name? 
Mr. IsurHara. Sakae Ishihara. 

Mr. Tavenner. How do you spell your name? 

Mr. IsHimara. S-a-k-a-e I-s-h-i-h-a-r-a. 

Mr. Tavenner. It is noted for the record that Mr. Al Wirin, a 
member of the California Bar and engaged in practice in Los Angeles, 
accompanies the witness. 

Where do you reside, Mr. Ishihara ? 

Mr. IsutHara. In Los Angeles. 

Mr. Tavenner. What address? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. IsurHara. 4205 Mandalay Drive. 

Mr. Tavenner. When and where were you born? 

Mr. Isumiara. Born April 20, 1921, in Dominguez, Calif. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your occupation ? 

Mr. Printer. ; 

Mr. TaveNNeER. Will you tell the committee briefly what your formal 
educational training has been ? 

Mr. Isumara. Graduate from high school and 2 years of univer- 
sity training. 

Mr. Tavenner. How long have you lived in Los Angeles? 

Mr. IsurHara. 12 years. 

Mr. Tavenner. I understand you have a very outstanding war 
record. What was the period of your service in the Armed Forces 
of the United States? 

Mr. Isuimara. Since January of 1943 to February of 1946. 

Mr. Tavenner. You were not in the 442d Infantry were you? 

Mr. Isomiara. No. I was in the military intelligence in the Pacific 
as a language interpreter and interrogator. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Ishihara, the committee is inquiring into cur- 
rent Communist Party activities in Los Angeles resulting from a 
reorganization of the Communist Party in this area. 

The committee has information that the first convention or the 
organizational convention of the present Southern District of the 
Communist Party of California was held in Los Angeles on April 13 
and 14, 1957. We have information that you attended that con- 
vention. Are we correct in that? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Isutmara. I refuse to answer on the grounds of the fifth amend- 
ment. I don’t know how pertinent that is to what you mentioned. 

Mr. Tavenner. Well, if there is doubt about the pertinency, I 
think the pertinency will clearly appear from this question. 

According to the committee’s information, Dorothy Healey, the 
chairman of the Communist Party for the Southern District of 
California, at the convention, made a report on numerous questions 


] 

1 

] 

I 

| 

n 
a 
a 
il 
u 
a 
n 
a 
pe 
th 
at 
of 
co 
pe 
an 
P: 
or 


COMMUNISM IN SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA AREA 115 
pursuant to her duties as a member of the National Committee of 
the Communist Party; and one of the subjects upon which she re- 
ported was the youth movement within the Communist Party. 

Now, as preliminary to the questions to you about the youth move- 
ment of the Communist Party, my first question was whether you 
were there and heard the report. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Isuruara. Well, I take—in regards to your question, I re- 
fuse to answer on the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. By the fifth amendment are you referring to that 
part of the fifth amendment relating to self-incrimination ¢ 

Mr. IsHumara. Yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. When you received your discharge from the Armed 
Forces of the United States, did you immediately come to the area 
of Los Angeles? 

Mr. IsuHimara. Well, I was discharged in Fort Douglas, Utah. 

Mr. Tavenner. Then did you come to Los Angeles at that time? 

Mr. Isuimara. I believe I came within a period of a month. I am 
not sure now because my family was still living in Salt Lake City 
and my brother was here at the time, so I know within a period of 
a month I was here in Los Angeles. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you become affiliated or reaffiliated with the 
Communist Party after returning to Los Angeles from your service 
in the Armed Forces? 

Mr. Isurmara. I refuse to answer that on the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you, at the suggestion of any Communist Party 
unit or Communist Party functionary, engage in Communist Party 
activities in mass organizations or other groups outside the Com- 
munist Party ? 


a IsnrHara. I have to refuse that under the fifth amendment, 
also. 

The Cuarrman. You do not have to. You say “I have to.” 

Mr. Isutmara. I am sorry. 

The Cuarrman. Say “I do.” 

Mr. Isuimara. I am sorry. 

Mr. Tavenner. I offer in evidence a photostatic copy of the Inde- 
pendent Progressive Party of California petition to participate in 
the primary election of June 1, 1948 anak by a number of persons, 
at the end of which there is an affidavit regarding the circulation 
of the petition over the name of Sakae Ishihara, and ask that it be 
marked “Ishihara Exhibit No. 1.” 

The Cuarrman. It will be marked and made a part of the record. 

(Document marked “Ishihara Exhibit No. 1,” and retained in 
committee files. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you examine the affidavit at the end of the 
petition and state whether or not it was signed by you? 

(Witness confers with counsel. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. It is at the bottom of the page. 

Mr. Isurmara. Yes, I see it. I refuse to answer under the fifth 
amendment, 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you work with the Independent Progressive 
Party in carrying out Communist Party directives in the year 1948 
or at any time since that date? 

Mr. Isuruara. I refuse to answer under the fifth amendment. 
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Mr. Tavenner. I offer in evidence a thermofax copy of an excerpt 
from the May 7, 1948, issue of the People’s World, which contains 
an article entitled “Southland Nisei Set Up Committee for Wallace,” 
and ask that it be marked “Ishihara Exhibit No. 2.” 

The Cuarrman. It may be admitted and made a part of the record. 

(Document marked “Ishihara Exhibit No. 2,” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Tavenner. This article refers to “a steering committee of five, 
headed by Sakaye Ishihara.” 

Will you examine it, please, and state whether it accurately de- 
scribes you as a member of that committee ? 

Mr. Isuimara. I refuse to answer under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you commissioned to organize within the 
Nisei group an organization known as the Nisei Progressives? I 
mean to say were you commissioned by the Communist Party to work 
in the organization of such a group ? 

Mr. Isurnara. I refuse to answer under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Chairman, I offer in evidence a thermofax 
7 an excerpt from the January 26, 1949, issue of the People’s 

orld. 

The Cuairman. Is that a Communist organization ? 

Mr. Tavenner. I believe what I will say will throw a little more 
light on it. 

The article entitled, “Nisei Group’s Founding Rally On Tonight” 
has this to say: 

Purpose of the conference, as outlined by Chairman Sakae Ishihara, is to 
found a new Nisei political action organization. : 

I would like to ask you, Witness, whether or not that organization 
was designed to succeed the Committee for Wallace organization in 
which you played an important part ? 

(Witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Isurnara. I refuse to answer under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. 'Tavenner. I desire to offer the document in evidence and ask 
that it be marked “Ishihara Exhibit No. 3.” 

The Cuarrman. It will be made a part of the record. 

(Document marked “Ishihara Exhibit No. 3,” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. In addition to the activities that I have mentioned, 
were you active in the Labor Youth League at the instance of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. IsHrHara. I refuse to answer under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you aware of the plans of the Communist 
Party in this area regarding the promotion of Communist activities 
among youth ? 

Mr. IsHrnara. I refuse to answer under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you been a sponsor of, or participant in, the 
work of the Los Angeles Committee for Protection of Foreign Born / 

Mr. Isurnara. I refuse to answer under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. I desire to offer in evidence a thermofax excerpt 
from the February 2, 1954, issue of the People’s World entitled, 
“Foreign Born Committee Sets Parley Feb. 28,” and ask that it 
be marked “Ishihara Exhibit No. 4.” 
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The Cuarrman. We will make it part of the record. 

(Document marked “Ishihara Exhibit No. 4,” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

at TaveNnNER. Did you attend the conference of February 28, 
1954 

Mr. IsHiHara. I refuse to answer under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. Exhibit 447, on page 7870 of Communist Political 
Subversion issued by the Committee on Un-American Activities,’ lists 
you as a sponsor of a conference to defend the rights of foreign-born 
Americans held by the Los Angeles Committee for Protection of For- 
eign Born on February 7, 1953. Did you permit your name to be used 
as a sponsor of that meeting ? 

Mr. Isuinara. I refuse to answer under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. Exhibit 464, on page 7798 of Communist Political 
Subversion consists of a letterhead of the Los Angeles Committee for 
Protection of Foreign Born. It is dated February 2, 1954. You are 
carried on the letterhead as a sponsor. 

Did you permit your name to be used as a sponsor ? 

Mr. i refuse to answer—— 

Mr. Tavenner. And you were a sponsor ? 

Mr. IsutHAra. I refuse to answer under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. Again at page 7901 of the same document, exhibit 
467 carries a letterhead of May 17, 1956, showing you as a sponsor 
of the Sixth Annual Conference to Repeal the Walter McCarran Law 


and to Defend Its Victims. Were you such a sponsor ? 
Mr. Isutnara. I refuse to answer that on the same grounds. 


Mr. Tavenner. Exhibit 474A, at page 7906 of the same publication, 
is a letterhead of the Sixth Annual Conference to Repeal the Walter 
McCarran Law and to Defend Its Victims. It is dated March 8, 1956. 
You are carried on this letterhead as a sponsor. Were you such a 
sponsor ? 

Mr. Isuiara. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Exhibit 502A of the same document is a letterhead 
of the Los Angeles Committee for Protection of Foreign Born. It is 
dated February 24, 1956, and you are listed as a sponsor. Were you 
such a sponsor ? 

Mr. Isutmara. I refuse to answer under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you a member of the Communist Party at this 
time ? 

Mr. Isuimara. I refuse to answer under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you attend a meeting of the District Council of 
the Communist Party for the Southern District of California and 
other functionaries held on the 27th of July 1958? 

Mr. IsutHara. I refuse to answer under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. TaveNnNER. It is our information that you did not attend such 
a meeting, but did you receive information relating to any of the 
views expressed in the reports made at that meeting regarding the 
Soviet Union and Hungary, the Soviet Union and the Arabic situa- 
tion, and the views regarding minority groups in this country ? 

Mr. Isutmara. I refuse to answer under the fifth amendment. 


1See appendix to hearings of Committee on Un-American Activities on Communist 
Political Subversion, 1956, 84th Cong., 2d sess. 
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Mr. Tavenner. Are you a supporter of Dorothy Healey in her con- 
test within the organization for this district? 

Mr. IsutHara. I refuse to answer under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. TavenneErR. You will not say which side you are on? 

Mr. Not here. 

Mr. Tavenner. All right. That’s good enough. 

Mr. Isutmara. I do not know what you are talking about. 

Mr. Tavenner. I assume, then, you expect to be present in October 
when the question is decided ? 

Mr. IsHtHara. You seem to know more about it than I do. 

Mr. Tavenner. Well, I know a great deal about it. I have no 
further questions. 

Mr. Wirtn. May the witness be excused ? 

The Cuarrman. I never expected to see Americans of Japanese 
ancestry testify before this committee. You enjoy a distinction. 

Is there anything further, Mr. Tavenner ? 

Mr. TavenNeER. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. The witness is excused. 

Will you raise your right hand, please ? 

Do you swear the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Burton. I do. 

The Cuarrman. Sit down. 


TESTIMONY OF BERNARD BURTON, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
AL WIRIN 


Mr. Tavenner. What is your name, please? 

Mr. Burton. Sir, my name is Bernard Burton, B-u-r-t-o-n. 

Mr. Tavenner. It is noted for the record that the witness is accom- 
panied by Mr. Al Wirin, member of the California Bar, having his 
offices in the city of Los Angeles. 

Where do you live, Mr. Burton? 

Mr. Burton. 1811 Baxter Street, Los Angeles. 
~ we TAvVENNER. Will you please state the place and time of your 

irth? 

Mr. Burron. June 10, 1915, Brooklyn, N.Y. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your occupation ? 

Mr. Burton. Well, as a result of the work of this committee, I am 
presently unemployed and have been so for the last month. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your occupation ? 

Mr. Burton. Iam a proofreader and a journalist. 

Mr. TAveNNER. Will you give the committee, please, a brief state- 
ment of your formal educational training? 

Mr. Burton. I had 2 years of college at the College of the City of 
New York, CCNY. 

Mr. Tavenner. When were you there? 

Mr. Burton. 1931 to 1934. Maybe it is 1932 to 1935. I can’t be 
sure at this moment. 

Mr. Tavenner. When did you first come to California to make it 
the place of your business or your residence ? 

r. Burton. September of 1955. 
Mr. TAvENNER. Where did you live prior to that? 


t 
1 
t 
t 
] 
} 
a 
1 
( 
t 


COMMUNISM IN SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA AREA 119 


Mr. Burton. In New York City. 

Mr. Tavenner. What was your occupation there? 

Mr. Burron. I was an editor. 

Mr. Tavenner. Editor of what paper? 

Mr. Burton. Of the New York Daily Worker. 

Mr. Tavenner. How long were you an editor of the Daily Worker? 

Mr. Burron. Well, I was with the Daily Worker a total of—let me 
see now—it is a total of almost 9 years, and I think for the last 4 or 5 
years, I was an editor. 

Mr. Tavenner. That would take you back to about 1946 when 
you first went with the Daily Worker ? 

Mr. Burron. That is correct. 

Mr. Tavenner. Prior to that what was the nature of your occu- 
ration ¢ 
, Mr. Burron. I was still a journalist. I worked on the Baltimore 

un. 

Mr. Tavenner. How long were you employed there? 

Mr. Burton. Only a few months. I left the Baltimore Sun to take 
a trip. That was shortly after my discharge. I only had a tempo- 
rary job on the Baltimore Sun, waiting for a veteran to return. I 
took a trip over to California and then when I returned back East, 
I was offered « job on the Daily Worker. 

Mr. TavenneER. Prior to your employment with the Baltimore Sun, 
what was your occupation ¢ 

Mr. Burron. I was still a journalist. I was in the service at the 
time on the Stars and Stripes. 

Mr. Tavenner. Over what period of time were you in the armed 
services? 

Mr. Burton. I was in the armed services from March 1943 to De- 
cember of 1945. 

(Counsel confers with witness. ) 

Mr. TaveNNER. What were you prior to your entry into the service? 

Mr. Burron. First in the service I did not s va fies complete time 
on the Stars and Stripes. I had 275 days of front line action, which 
the War Department records will show as a combat infantryman. 
Prior to my service I was in upstate New York. 

Mr. TavenneEr. Elmira, N.Y. ? 

Mr. Burton. Part of it was in Elmira, N.Y. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were your headquarters in Elmira, N.Y. ? 

. Mr. Burron. I didn’t have any headquarters. I lived in Elmira, 
v.Y. 

ic TavennerR. Were you the Communist Party organizer of that 
area 

Mr. Burron. Yes; I was the Communist Party organizer of that 
area. 

Mr. Tavenner. Over what period of time? 

Mr. Burton. From 1939 until my entry into the service. I don’t 
pa what part of 1939. My recollection is it was the latter part of 
1939. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were any of the organizers of UE members of the 
Communist Party over the area in which you had control ? 

Mr. Burton. Well, I must respectfully decline to answer that ques- 
tion on the grounds that (1) as a matter of morality and conscience I 
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cannot be an informer. No. 2, I don’t believe that names are perti- 
nent to any legislative question. And No. 3, on the grounds of the 
first and fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. Tavenner. By the fifth amendment, are you including that 
part of the fifth amendment relating to self-incrimination ? 

Mr. Burton. Yes; I include that, too. 

Mr. Tavenner. Having admitted that he was the Communist Party 
organizer at Elmira, N.Y., it certainly is apparent, Mr. Chairman, 
that any right that he may have had to refuse to answer the question 
on the grounds of self-incrimination is now waived; and, therefore, I 
request that the witness be directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Wirrn. May I state for the record, just briefly, that I have ad- 
vised the witness that under the present law he does not waive his 
right to privilege merely by having answered the question as to his 
occupation and as to participation in activities of the Communist Party 
with respect to names. 

The Cuatrman. Let us ask another question, Mr. Tavenner. 

Mr. Burton. May I merely interject here? 

The Cuarman. There is no question pending. 

Mr. Burton. I am sorry, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you attend the National Training School set 
up by the National Committee of the Communist Party for the train- 
ing of theoreticians and propagandists in Camp Beacon on the 
Hudson in the spring of 1946? 

(Witness confers with counsel. ) 

Mr. Burron. Yes, I attended that. ; 

Mr. Tavenner. Was that school run and operated by the Commu- 
nist Party as indicated in my question ? 

Mr. Burton. I believe it was, yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. You know it was, do you not? 

Mr. Burton. Let us see, on concrete information, all I can say is 
I believe it was. I cannot produce any documentary proof to show 
that it was. 

Mr. Tavenner. When did you first become a member of the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Burton. 1935. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where? 

Mr. Burton. In Brooklyin, N.Y. No, no, Newburgh, N.Y. 

Mr. Tavenner. Newburgh? 

Mr. Burton. Yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. What was the first Communist Party unit to which 
you were assigned ? 

Mr. Burron. As far as I know there was one Communist Party club 
in Newburgh, N.Y., and I joined it. 

Mr. Tavenner. What were the circumstances under which you 
became a member ? 

Mr. Burton. I was moved by the depression that then existed in 
the land. It seemed to me that the Communist Party, at the time, 
was filling a vacuum in attempting to do something for the penne: 
ment in presenting some kind of a positive program. It was a basic 
reason for my joining the party. 

Mr. Tavenner. What official positions have you held in the Com- 
munist Party ? 


t 
1 
] 
t 
t 


COMMUNISM IN SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA AREA 121 


Mr. Burton. Well, I don’t know what you mean by official posi- 
tions—members of committees ? 

Mr. Tavenner. Let us take first members of units or groups or 
commissions of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Burton. Well, I might have held various club offices. As a 
matter of fact, I don’t even remember holding a club office. I have 
— what you call a Communist Party section organizer, as I testified 

ore. 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes. Over what period of time were you a Commu- 
nist Party organizer ? 

Mr. Burron. From 19—wait—1935 to 1937 first. Latter part of 
1935 to 1937, and then from 1939 to 1943, as I previously testified. 

Mr. Tavenner. For the period 1935 to 1937, where were you 
located ? 

Mr. Burton. In Newburgh, N.Y. 

Mr. Tavenner. And then the latter period you were a Communist 
organizer at what place? 

fr. Burton. The Elmira-Binghamton area, commonly referred 
to as the southern tier of New York State. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did I understand that it was from 1939 to 1943? 

Mr. Burton. Yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. What was your affiliation with the Communist 
Party in the period between the times that you occupied those posi- 
tions which you have described ? 

Mr. Burton. I was a member of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where were you? 

Mr. Burton. Up and down in the Hudson Valley. 

Mr. Tavenner. Engaged in what work? 

Mr. Burton. I was an organizer for the CIO Textile Workers Or- 
ganizing Committee. 

Mr. > reece Were you at any time connected with the UE as an 
organizer ? 

r. Burton. No, I was never connected with the UE. 

Mr. Moutper. Do I understand that you are an organizer, solicit- 

ing Communist Party membership within the CIO? 
fr. Burton. No, I was a trade union organizer, soliciting workers 
into membership in a trade union. 

Mr. Moutper. In a trade union ? 

Mr. Burton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moutper. Counsel made reference to your being an organizer 
of the Communist Party, as I understand the question. 

Mr. Burton. I understood it to be what was I doing between 1937 
and 1939. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Tavenner. That is correct, between the two periods when he 
said he had been a Communist Party organizer. 

Mr. Burton. Yes, that is the way I understood it. 

Mr. Wirt. He admitted he was a Communist Party organizer on 
dates other than when he was working for the Textile iehee Union. 

Mr. Mouper. Then you were not a Communist Party organizer at 
that time? 

Mr. Burton. Not at that time. 

Mr. Tavenner. You were a member of the Communist Party dur- 
ing the time you were an organizer for the textile union ? 
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Mr. Burron. Yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you hold a position in the Communist Party 
during that period of time? 

Mr. Burron. I don’t recall holding any position. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you on any commission or committee of the 
Communist Party during that period ? 

Mr. Burton. No, I don’t believe I was. At least I can’t remember 
being. At a later period I was on a committee but that was pro 
forma. 

Mr. Moviper. Was your employment as an organizer of the CIO 
the result of your being an active Communist Party member? 

Mr. Burton. No, I became an organizer of the CIO as a result of 
the participating in the CIO volunteering drive. 

Mr. Movutper. You do not then feel that the Communist Party 
members had any influence in securing your position in the CIO as an 
organizer ? 

Mr. Burron. None that I was aware of, because textile was one 
union in which the Communists had very little influence. 

The Cuatrman. Who was the head of that union at that time? 

Mr. Burton. At that time the late Sidney Hillman. 

Mr. TavENNER. Will you give us the names of any other organizers 
of the textile union of the CIO while you were an organizer for that 
organization who were known by you to be members of the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Burron. I must respectfully decline on previously stated 
grounds. 

Mr. TavenNeER. May I ask that the witness be directed to answer? 

The CHarrman. You are directed to answer that question. 

Mr. Burron. I beg your pardon. I must respectfully decline on 
the same grounds. 

The Cnatrman. You say “must.” By that you mean “I do”? 

Mr. Burton. I am using “must” in the sense of conscience and 
volition. 

_ Tavenner. Then I believe you entered the armed services in 
1943? 

Mr. Burton. Yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. And you returned and were discharged when ? 

Mr. Burron. December 1945. 

Mr. Tavenner. An honorable discharge, I presume? 

Mr. Burton. Yes, indeed. 

Mr. Tavenner. When you returned in 1945, did you again resume 
your activities with the Communist Party? 

Mr. Burton. Yes, I rejoined the Communist Party. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where and when? 

Mr. Burton. In Baltimore. 

Mr. Tavenner. Who was the head of the Communist Party in 
Baltimore at that time? 

Mr. Burton. I again respectfully decline to answer on the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was it Earl] Reno? 

Mr. Burton. Same answer. 

Mr. Movutper. May I ask, were you solicited to join at that time or 
did you voluntarily seek out the headquarters of the Communist Party 
to become a member ? 
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Mr. Burton. I can’t really recall. The ground would have been— 
the substance would not have made much difference. I mean I was 
willing to go back whether I had been solicited, whether somebody 
came to see me, or whether I went myself. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you still on military leave at the time that you 
became a member ? 

Mr. Burron. No, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you hold any official position in the Com- 
munist Party at Baltimore? 

Mr. Burron. No, I did not. 

Mr. Tavenner. Or in District No. 3, which comprised the District 
of Columbia and the State of Maryland? 

Mr. Burton. I didn’t know that was the district number. No, I 
didn’t know. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you acquainted with Mary Markward, the 
treasurer of the Communist Party of that district ? 

Mr. Burton. I do decline on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was the Communist Party of Baltimore at that 
time engaged in centralizing its work in the steel industry in Balti- 
more ¢ 

Mr. Burton. I don’t know what that means. I don’t know what 
you mean by “centralizing.” 

Mr. Tavenner. I mean by that, that it concentrated its effort within 
the steel unions in Baltimore. 

Mr. Burton. I don’t really know. 

Mr. Tavenner. What type of a cell of the Communist Party was it 
to which you were assigned ? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Burton. Excuse me for a moment. First, I was assigned to a 
neighborhood club. 

Mr. Tavenner. What was the name of the club? 

Mr. Burton. I don’t even recall that. I don’t even know if it had 
any. 

Mr. TAvENNER. In what area of Baltimore was it located ? 

Mr. Burton. I think that was known as the Highland area. 

Mr. Tavenner. Very well. What was the next group? 

Mr. Burton. I think it was the Steel Club of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Tavenner. Then, apparently, you know something about the 
concentration of effort in the steel industry ? 

Mr. Burton. No, I would not know. 

—— ai If you were in the Steel Club of the Communist 
art 

Mr. Burron. I was in the Steel Club of the Communist Party be- 
cause for a short while I was working ina steel mill. 

Mr. Tavenner. What mill? 

Mr. Burton. Bethlehem. 

Mr. Tavenner. How many composed your Communist Party unit 
in Bethlehem Steel ? 

Mr. Burton. I don’t recall that. I just don’t know how many there 
were at this late stage. 

Mr. Tavenner. Can you give us ine i the number? 

Mr. Burton. No, I wouldn’t be able to, the reason being that I 
worked in Bethlehem Steel about 3 weeks, and as far as I can recall, 
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I never went to a meeting of the Steel Club. I was asked to be in the 
Steel Club but I never got toone. Ileft for New York. | 

Mr. Tavenner. You went to New York. In what business did you 
engage there and when? ' 

Mr. Burton. I went to New York as a reporter for the Daily 
Worker. 

Mr. Tavenner. What was that date? 

Mr. Burron. July of 1946. f 

Mr. Tavenner. I assume you were a close friend of John Gates. 

Mr. Burton. I decline to answer that on the same grounds just to 
be consistent. 

Mr. Tavenner. And you left the Daily Worker when ? 

Mr. Burton. August of 1955. 

Mr. Tavenner. And came to California ? 

Mr. Burton. Yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Communist Party when 
you left the Daily Worker? 

Mr. Burton. Yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. What was your reason for leaving the Daily 
Worker? 

Mr. Burton. Well, there was an opening for a reporter on the Daily 
People’s World here, and I sort of had a hankering to come out to 
California, and I sought to fill that opening. 

Mr. Tavenner. And how long were you engaged in work at the 
Daily People’s World? 

Mr. Burron. From September of 1955 to exactly June 10 of 1957, 


when I resigned from the People’s World. 

Mr. Tavenner. Now, were you transferred from the Daily Worker 
to the People’s World? Did you know that you were going to receive 
the position before you left? 

Mr. Burron. Before I left, yes, I knew; but it wasn’t a transfer. It 
was two separate ee 


Mr. Tavenner. Through whom were your arrangements made to 
be employed on the Daily People’s World? 

Mr. Burton. Well, I guess we get into the same grounds again, then. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was it Al Richmond? 

Mr. Burton. I will have to decline to answer that on the same 
grounds. I do that most respectfully. 
oi TAVENNER. You say you resigned from the Communist Party 
in June? 

Mr. Burton. No, I resigned from the Daily People’s World in June. 
I resigned from the Communist Party in April of 1957. 

Mr. Tavenner. April of 1957? 

Mr. Movtper. At that point, would you care to elaborate on that— 
why you resigned, why you disassociated yourself from the Commu- 
nist Party ? 

Mr. Burron. I would be most happy to. 

As the committee may be aware, if they followed the somewhat 
dreary Communist Party debates that followed the secret Khrushchev 
report of 1956, so-called secret report, there was great dissension 
within the Communist Party. I was considered one of those fighting 
existing concepts. I published articles to that extent. 

Mr. Moutper. Existing concepts? 
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Mr. Burron. Existing concepts, old concepts, under which the 
Communist Party had grown up, functioned. I raised many ques- 
tions. 

The final note came with the revolution in Hungary. I did not 
and do not accept the proposition that Hungary represented a Fascist 
counterrevolution. I held to the position then, and I still hold to it 
now, that Soviet intervention was not justified. I urged the Commu- 
nist Party to take a critical stand, I and many others. 

Mr. Movutper. Communist Party where? 

Mr. Burton. Of the United States. It was a preconvention period 
where a national convention was coming up. You are hoping to 
accomplish something that way. I had entertained hopes for a while 
that it might happen, especially because of a number of Daily Worker 
editorials from back East which were highly critical. 

And finally, when it came to the point following the national con- 
vention, where I became convinced this would not happen, I decided 
to leave the party. There were many others involved. I will bring 
in John Gates only to this point, saying that my views were consid- 
ered similar to those of John Gates. I, for example, wrote an arti- 
cle—I still have it here—of what was then known as the National 
Discussion Bulletin of the Communist Party. 

The Cratrman. Is that what brought about someone calling you 
Tito. Didn’t I read that somewhere ? 

a Burton. I think they may have. They called me worse than 
that. 

This was a front-page article which called for the dissolution of 
the Communist Party, its establishment of a political action organi- 
zation, the concept being that it should stop its nonsense about being 
the vanguard of the American working class—when, as far as the 
American working class goes, it hardly knows it exists—and start 
learning something about America. 

I might add, again without mentioning names, that this became 
something of a cause celebre in party leaders who now control the 
party, who went throughout the land condemning this as a new 
form of liquidationism, Titoism, et cetera, et cetera. 

All of these things culminated, and I came to the conclusion that 
the Communist Party was finished in this country, and I left the 
Communist Party. 

That is it in brief. TI can go into much more detail about theoreti- 
cal concepts, and so on. 

Mr. Tavenner. Proceed. 

Mr. Burton. Well, I held to the views, for example, which at that 
time Togliatti of the Italian Communist Party advanced and since 
seems to have withdrawn, that any kind of communism or Socialist 
movement any place in the world, can interest only on what he called 
a polycentric basis, meaning by that that there cannot be a Com- 
munist Party of any one country which is judged superior in wisdom 
or in any way to that of another Communist Party. This apparently 
was not well received by those who now control the party. 

Mr. Moutper. Do I understand that you agreed to that concept ? 

Mr. Burton. I agreed with that proposition. This apparently was 
not well received by those who control the party. 

I might say, in more simple form, the final thing was that it became 
a sort of a mark of opprobrium. I was given the title of “West Coast 
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John Gates” which I had not earned, I do not think, but I was given 
that title. I think you gentlemen know the story of John Gates. 

I might say that our positions, without ever having been in con- 
tact with each other during this period, were quite similar on almost 
all points. Actually, I preceded John Gates out of the party. John 
Gates and that group from the Daily Worker, as I recall, left the 

arty at the time the Daily Worker folded. I don’t recall the dates. 

ut I know I preceded him out. I don’t know what else to tell here. 

May I add something here? Maybe I am anticipating the question 
and the chairman can stop me if Iam. 

As far as my views are concerned, I still consider myself a Socialist 
in outlook. I consider myself an independent Socialist. I hold to 
the view that there is not a single, existing organization in the United 
States today which holds to a Socialist viewpoint which is in any 
way capable of doing justice to that viewpoint or in any way capable 
of providing the germ or doing anything along the lines of socialism. 

I also want to add here, without being disrespectful, that in my 
opinion the Communist Party would be even more atomized than it 
is today, had it not been for the work of this committee. I say that 
in most respectful terms. 

The Cuamman. It is an interesting thing. We are going to have 
a witness this week who will say just the opposite. He will say that 
the work of this committee prevented the Communist Party from ex- 
panding because it was not a popular thing to do—to be active in 
the Communist front. 

Mr. Burron. Let me say it this way: that there were great hazards 
in being a Communist. There still are. One risks economic conse- 
quences. One also risks certain other kinds of consequences, even 
legal consequences. 

I think what happened in the Communist Party in the last 2 years 
was a wide-open new which would have gone much further, had 
not a feeling arisen that you have got to hold back because you will 
be giving names out and, when you give names out, then some com- 
mittee or other gets these names, and the next thing that happens 
these people lose their jobs. 

Now, I may have the most profound disagreement with many peo- 
ple in the Communist Party and I do, as a matter of fact, with al- 
most all of the people in the Communist Party. I do not put it on a 
personal basis; I put it purely on a political basis. Some I like as 
persons, some I dislike as persons, as everybody else; but, at the same 
time, morally and in conscience, I cannot talk about them and their 
views because I feel these people might lose their jobs, as I have lost 
mine. This becomes a big question in inhibiting interdebate in the 
Communist Party, which I believe would be good not only for what 
might happen later, but good for the country as a whole. 

The Cuarrman. Do you think that perhaps Hungary would have 
——_ such discussion that members would have torn each other 
apart 

as, Burron. I think so. It came close to it. At least I almost 
felt the hot breath down my back. 
2 The Cuatrman. I had a very interesting discussion with Johnny 
anto. 
Mr. Burton. Is he in this country now? 
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The Cuarmman. No, I saw him in Geneva. 

Mr. Burton. One of the things that convinced me more than ever 
that what happened in Hungary was not a Fascist counterrevolution, 
was when I saw Johnny Santo’s name in the New York Times. There 
were other things since then that convinced me. I do not think 
there can be indirect aggression by the State Department, just 
as I don’t believe there can be by the Soviet Union. One country 
may try to keep the coals on the fire but they don’t start the fire. 
I did not believe the Soviet propoganda that America started this 
thing, just as I am sorry to say that I do not believe the State De- 
peasy propaganda that the Soviet Union started the trouble in 

zebanon. 

Mr. Moutper. Going back to your point with reference to this 
committee, do I understand you to say that it is your belief that 
those who are undecided, or were undecided, in connection with the 
Communist activities were influenced to stay morally affiliated with 
the Communist Party because of sympathy with certain people or 
because of prejudice against the committee ? 

Mr. Burron. I think that was a factor—not the sole factor—but 
that was a factor, because despite what may be thought generally, 
Communist Party members are Americans and subject to certain 
American attitudes. You do not kick a man while he is down. In 
other words, if a man is in jail and subject to penalty, imprisonment, 
subject to being fired from his job, you are going to lay off him, and 
you do not feel like walking out on people when they are in need 
of help. 

a, Going back to the point that you raised about losing 
employment, you say you lost your employment ? 

Mr. Burton. Yes. 

Mr. Moutper. How long ago? 

Mr. Burron. August 8. 

Mr. Movtper. What caused it? 

Mr. Burron. I had served as a proofreader at the Times for 13 
months. 

Mr. Wirt. Los Angeles Times. 

Mr. Burron. Los Angeles Times. 

The Cuarrman. Why did you lose your job? 

Mr. Burron. I am just explaining it. 

I came in to work one day and was informed by the superintendent 
of the composing room, the print shop, that there was a subpena 
waiting for me in the legal office of the Los Angeles Times on the 
fourth floor. I went up there, and there was a marshal. I believe 
it was the marshal. I didn’t ask what he was. He had plain clothes 
on. And he handed me the subpena in front of one of the Times 
attorneys, a subpena of this committee asking me to appear, I think 
it was then dated for August 22. 

When I got the subpena I felt I wanted to go and talk to the Los 
Angeles Times administration myself. I didn’t want it to come from 
the committee. 

I will preface it by saying that the Los Angeles Times did not know 
of my former connections with the Daily Werker or with the People’s 
World. I also preface it by saying that my leaving it out had noth- 
ing to do with my competency or my ability as a craftsman. I had 
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sufficient abilities and I did not overstate my abilities as a craftsman 
because, as a matter of fact, only 2 weeks before receiving the subpena 
I received a raise. 

The Cuamman. What type of work were you doing? 

Mr. Burton. Proofreading. I might also say that the reason for 
my applying for proofreading was I did not want to take a job that, 
by any stretch of the imagination, could be construed sensitive. I 
spent most of my time as a proofreader seeing that there were no 
typographical errors in advertisements. 

gS I asked to see the management of the Los Angeles Times and 
I had a conference with the secretary of the Times-Mirror Co. in 
which I told him my whole background—I left nothing out—the same 
as I am telling this committee. 

I told him my attitude, if I had to appear as a witness before the 
committee, would be that I am willing to testify about anything 
about myself but I cannot in conscience be an informer to provide 
names. They understood that but they felt that the Times was in a 
very difficult position, and I understood that, too; that the Times was. 

hen I recognized that they had a legal right on those grounds to 
discharge me for not stating, giving my full employment background 
and my record. 

Mr. Moutper. Did you conceal it? 

Mr. Burton. Well, rather than concealing it, I omitted it. Yes, I 
omitted the Daily Worker and the People’s World in my record. I 
knew I would never be employed by the Times had I 0 it down. 
And I might say that when I left the People’s World, I thought, well, 
I will try tosay where I had worked. 

Mr. Tavenner. I am sorry to interes you. The direct question 
wasasked you. Isthat your explanation 

Mr. Burton. When you apply for employment at the personnel 
department, you are asked to list your previous employment. 

Mr. TavenneER. I see. 

Mr. Burton. Then I frankly resorted to subterfuges. For example, 
in the period of the Daily Worker, instead of saying the Daily Worker, 
I said the F and D Printing Co., which published the Daily Worker. 
The secretary of the company so stated that he understood. I needed 
a job. I had found that I could not obtain a job by telling the truth. 
I had tried that when I left the People’s World. 

When I heard of an opening for a proofreader at the Los Angeles 
Times, I felt, well, this is my area which nobody can say I am possibly 
infiltrating the paper, hunting for typographical errors met seeing 
that they are not made. 

As a matter of fact, at that time I had heard of an opening on the 
copy desk of the Los Angeles Times for which I also was well qualified, 
on the editorial side, and I would not apply because I felt I just 
didn’t want to get into anything that, by any stretch of the imagina- 
tion, could be construed as sensitive or creative or anything of the 
sort. I took this job asa proofreader. 

Well, the Los Angeles Times, the Times-Mirror Co., felt apparently 
that they would be put in a very difficult position. As a matter of 
fact, I was asked this question, and I say this because I don’t feel any 
ill will toward the Los Angeles Times, I recognize that they had a 
right and I recognize things that the climate that then existed, they 
had a very difficult choice to make. 
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The Times—at least I got this impression from the discussion—the 
Times management felt that it would appear that I had not really 
resigned from the Communist Party. It would appear that I might 
not have really resigned from the People’s World, because the interval 
of my leaving the People’s World and obtaining a job on the Los 
Angeles Times was from June 10 to July 1. 

was in the unfortunate position of not having to wear a crown of 
thorns at the time. I was able to obtain work. I might point out 
that none of my former colleagues on the Daily Worker—and I 
pointed this out to the Los Angeles Times—Gates and the rest of them 
included—despite the fact that there had been editorial columns ap- 
pearing in the papers at the time, you remember, praising Gates and 
the others, yet when these people left the paper, not one of them, not 
a single one of them has been able to obtain a job in the only craft 
and profession they know. 

So that was the situation. I think, again without being disrespect- 
ful, had it not been for the kind of climate that is often spread by 
investigations of this type, there is a chance that the management may 
have overlooked it, may have decided that we have the right to do it, 
= don’t exercise this right, nothing compels us to exercise this 
right. 

Mr. Tavenner. Can we have a few minutes? 

Mr. Burron. I also wanted to state here—— 

Mr. TavenNeR. Wait just a minute. 

The Cuarrman. We will take a recess. 

(Committee members present: Representatives Walter and 
Moulder.) 

Mr. Tavenner. You will have an opportunity to finish what you 
started to say. 

Mr. Burron. I do not consider it a weighty thought. 

recess. ) 

Committee members present: Representatives Walter and 
Moulder.) 

The Cuarrman. All right, Mr. Tavenner. 

Mr. Burron. I wanted to state that I feel that it was a result of 

the subpena that I was discharged. 
_ Secondly, I again want to add that I feel that the committee, mean- 
ing no disrespect to any members of the committee, the committee in 
its method of functioning is not doing a service at this moment in the 
country. I think it is doing a disservice because, by its very nature, 
you are spreading a sort of atmosphere of fear, a sort of gray con- 
formity, of fear of expressing any independent thought, and, if you 
please, dangerous thoughts. 

Mr. Tavenner. Then I take it you disagree with Congress’ determi- 
nation to keep informed as to the progress of Communist Party activi- 
ties and its objects in this country ? 

Mr. Burron. I might say as a Washington correspondent for two 
sessions of Congress, and again meaning no disrespect to the Con- 
gressmen, I think very few Congressmen are informed even despite 
the volumes of material that have been published by the committee. 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes, but you have not answered my question. 

Mr. Burton. Will you rephrase it ? 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you read the question ? 
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(Record read.) 

Mr. Burron. I think there are much more objective, much more 
rounded ways of keeping informed. For example, I have been quite 
impressed with the recent Ford Foundation study called “The Roots 
of American Communism.” 

The Cuarrman. It is a great book. 

Mr. Burton. Which made me feel like the biggest fool that ever 
lived, having been a Communist for so many years and not having 
known about these things. But I was also impressed by the fact that 
this was scholarly, objective, and was not based upon what may be 
disgruntled statements of informers, of people who were defeated in 
some objective or some office or anything of the sort, but was fully 
documented, rounded, and everything else. It is this kind of a study, 
to me, which is the basis of objective understanding. 

The Cuairman. But who reads that? I will bet they do not sella 
thousand copies over the United States, and it is one of the best works 
I have ever seen. There is another volume coming out, you know. 

Mr. Burton. Yes, I am looking forward to it. 

The Cuamman. Who is going to read it? Who is going to pay $9 
for the two volumes? 

Mr. Burron. Let me put it this way, Congressman: You, yourself, 
were complaining before that very few people read the reports of the 
House Committee on Un-American Activities. 

The CHarrman. You can find this volume on my desk. I read it 
and laid it there with the hope that some day someone will notice it. 
It is a trap. I have it there for the benefit of a lot of people, 
including the as gg of the committee. This is the old booby 
trap. Noone looks at it. It has been there for a month. 

Mr. Burton. Maybe they should have left the name “Communism” 
out of the title. 

The Cuatrman. That isthe point. You just do not bring the story 
home to the people. 

Mr. Burron. Well, if I may say—— 

The Cuatrman. Take Johnny Santo, for example: The immigrant, 
the labor organizer, the Communist, the Communist Party organizer, 
deported. ‘The official of the Hungarian Government. And then all 
of a sudden a revolutionist. A terrific story. You would have a 
terrible time selling that to the Saturday Evening Post for $500. 

Mr. Burton. I have been trying to freelance some stuff to the Sat- 
urday Evening Post and have been collecting a lot of rejects. 

The Cuatrman. I mean it. It is a difficult thing to make people 
come to an appreciation of what is the right thing todo. That is het 
we want to know—what is the right thing to do. 

Mr. Burron. In my opinion, from long experience within the Com- 
munist movement, we may not be the typical experience, because 
most of it was as a newspaperman—in my opinion, people whom you 
may want to influence—I don’t only mean Communists; I include 
Communists—but I mean people with liberal outlooks, if you please, 
radical outlooks, need radical outlook; I think the country needs a 
native radicalism. Begin with the proposition that anything issued 
by a congressional committee is suspect. It has happened down 
through the history of the radical movement in this country. I think 
the Ford Foundation bears this out, because there were definite reports 
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on these very same questions. But there are in this country a whole 
number of people like me who would welcome, and look for, a resur- 
gence of a native type of radicalism. 

Mr. Movtper. What kind ? 

Mr. Burton. Native radicalism like Eugene Debs. 

The Cuarrman. Would you stand up on the housetops and say that 
anyone who is a Communist today, or has been a Communist since 
Hungary, is a sucker? Would you say that publicly? You would 
not. 

Mr. Burron. Let me say this: What has influenced Communists to 
leave the party, as far as reading material goes, more than anything 
else are certain Marxist non-Communist publications rather than pub- 
lications of this committee. I include such things as the American 
Socialist, a monthly publication; the National Guardian, a weekly 
publication; certain stuff from abroad published in England called 
the New Reasoner, the University and Left Review, a very scholarly 
kind of thing. 

The Cuatrman. Who reads that scholarly material ? 

Mr. Burton. Communists do, at least those who study; not all of 
them do. This is because this is taken in an atmosphere of free take- 
and-give debate, whereas one feels with a report from a congressional 
committee there is, rightly or wrongly, an element of compulsion. 

The Cuarrman. But why? Now, Mr. Moulder was nominated. He 
has not a thing to worry about. I have been elected 13 times. Being 
here today just deprives me of the pleasure of sitting on the boardwalk 
of Atlantic City and helping to pick the winner of the beauty con- 
test. ButhereIsit. But we do not enjoy this. 

Mr. Burton. I am sure you do not. 

The Cuatrman. But a lot of people have an idea that we hold hear- 
ings just for the purpose of doing something. 

Mr. Burton. I have covered many hearings in Washington. I know 
the Congressmen do not enjoy it and often try to get out of it. 

The Cuarrman. Of course we try to get out of it. 

Mr. Burton. I think it goes back to an old American tradition, “I 
will think what I please, and nobody is going to tell me what I will 
think.” There is also an atmosphere that if any agency of the 
Government—— 

The Cuatrman. Do you think the same thing is true, for example, 
when the Monopoly Subcommittee of the Judiciary Committee holds 
a hearing on the question of whether or not organized sports should 
be subject to the antitrust laws? Do you think people listen to those 
witnesses and pay attention ? 

Mr. Burton. There, yes, because again of an old antimonopoly 
tradition in this country. 

The Cuatrman. Every congressional committee is holding hearings 
constantly, you know that as well as I do. 

Mr. Burton. Also, although I am not a lawyer, far from it, there 
one feels Congress has the ag and the right to legislate. Many 
people, including me, feel that Congress has no right to legislate in 
fields of thought, press, conviction, and so on. 

The CuarrmMan. It is not easy, is it? 

Mr. Burron. It is a fine point, I grant you. But it goes back to an 
yee I oo grassroots tradition in this country, which I am all in 

avor of. 
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The Cuarrman. Mr. Tavenner, do you have any questions? 

Mr. Tavenner. I would like to know whether the witness was a 
—— to the Sixteenth National Convention of the Communist 

arty. 

Mr. Burton. No, I was not. I didn’t stay in the show. My position 
was in print. I couldn’t get elected. 

Mr. Tavenner. You have no first-hand knowledge of your own of 
the operation of that convention ? 

Mr. Burton. It would be hearsay, purely hearsay. 

Mr. Tavenner. We have heard, during the course of this hearing, 
a great deal about recent activities of the Communist Party in this 
area in its effort to reorganize and advance in various directions. The 
last meeting to which we have referred was that of the District Coun- 
cil for the Dowthesh District of California of July 27, 1958. When 


did you say that you left the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Burton. April of 1957. 

Mr. Tavenner. And have you any knowledge of the workings of 
that meeting? 

Mr. Burton. The first I heard it was an element of surprise that 
this committee knew anything about it. That is the first I heard of it. 
[ have not been involved in any Communist Party activities. 


Mr. Tavenner. On December 14, 1957, which is still subsequent to 
the time that you left the Communist Party, there was a letter of 

ievances signed by 22 members of the party here in Los Angeles 

irected to the National Committee of the Communist Party. 

Were you in any way connected with that? 

Mr. Burton. No; I was not. 

Mr. Tavenner. Now, going back earlier and to about the time of 
your leaving the Communist Party, the organizing convention of the 
new Southern California District of the nas Be Party was held 
April 13 and 14, 1957. Did you attend it? 

r. Burton. May I consult with my attorney ? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Burton. Yes; I attended that. 

Mr. TavennER. What was the difficulty presented to the member- 
ship of the council at that meeting? 

Mr. Burton. I don’t quite—it doesn’t connect in my mind. The 
difficulties of the council ? 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes; were there any difficulties that arose before 
the council at that time? 

Mr. Burton. There wasn’t a council in existence at that time. That 
was a convention you are referring to? 

Mr. TavENNER. Yes; it was a convention, not a council meeting. 

Mr. Burton. I can’t recall any. I know I was nominated for office 
there and I declined. I had made up my mind I was leaving then. 

Mr. TaveNNER. What office? 

Mr. Burton. District council. 

Mr. TavENNER. Were you ever a member of the district council ? 

Mr. Burton. No; I was not. I was never—I never held any party 
post in California. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you hear the report made at that convention by 
Dorothy Healey ? 
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Mr. Burton. Well, we are getting into the realm of names again, 
prot would again respectfully decline on the grounds previously 
stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. There is nothing of a secret character about Doro- 
thy Healey’s chairmanship of the Communist Party of this area, 
is there? 

Mr. Burron. I prefer tostay consistent. I just don’t want to testify 
to her activities or I will get into that realm. 

Mr. TavenneER. Well, dia you hear a report made by anyone at that 


convention, outlining the objectives of the Communist Party for this 
district ? 


Mr. Burton. Yes; I did. 

Mr. TavEnneER. Did you agree with the objectives of that report ? 

Mr. Burton. It is a little difficult for me to recall. I nok so many 
reports in those days. But my impression is that I did not. That is 
the reason I retinal to accept nomination for office. That is the reason 
I, at that time, made up my mind I was going to leave. 

Mr. Tavenner. What was the basic area of your objection ? 

Mr. Burton. Well, I think there was one place in there—and it 
may be another report; I may be a little haz pate example—— 

Mr. Tavenner. Would you like to look at the report ? 

(Document handed to the witness. 

Mr. Burton. If you don’t mind, because I heard so many reports 
that they all dissolve together in my mind. I can go through the 
subheadings and tell you. In the first place, I don’t think this anti- 
monopoly coalition means anything. 

Mr. Tavenner. Enlargeonthat. Why ? 

Mr. Burton. Well, I think nobody needs the Communist Party to 
tell the American people they are antimonopoly. 

Mr. Tavenner. Actually speaking, from the Communist viewpoint, 
isn’t that reference to antimonopoly just another way of opposition 
to the free enterprise system in this country ? 

Mr. Burton. No, I don’t think so. 

Mr. Tavenner. In the way in which it was used in the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. Burron. I think it was an attempt to sort of bring up to date 
the popular front line of working with other groups toward a com- 
mon dhientive which, in itself, I don’t think is wrong. But as a poli- 
tical perspective for any individual party, I thought it was just non- 
sense because, in my opinion—again meaning no disrespect for people 
who run for office—any political candidate who says, “I am for 
monopoly 100 percent” wouldn’t stand a show. It doesn’t mean any- 
thing to me to say that the Communist Party is against —. 
I don’t know any party who is for monopoly. I saw that as no basis 
for a political program. a 

So there were a whole number of things which were really, in a 
sense, the basic line of the 

I am trying to skim through quickly, if it is of interest to the 
committee. 

Well, of course, the business on labor, the general slogans of the 
Communist Party here are nothing to object to; they are general pro- 
labor slogans, and I am prolabor. An article in the National Discus- 
sion Bulletin, on the front page, of November 1956 became one of the 
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points under which my position was attacked; namely, that the Com- 
munist Party has no right and no business acting as a group within 
another organization; namely, a trade union in this case. This whole 
thing was skirted. Nobody said they were going to do it. But there 
was my basic objection stated in print. I just didn’t have to take the 
floor. Everybody knew where I stood on it. 

Then again I say there are immediate things that they put up 
there, legislative things. There is nothing that I object to. It is 
omissions that I object to. 

I certainly agree with their position on winning full citizenship for 
the Negro people in this country. 

No sense in going through it all. I find some things which point 
up some of my differences. Some of this stuff is good public rela- 
tions, and you have to be against motherhood to be against here. 

I might state that the position developed in this report in relation 
to the Communist Party of Russia, although adopted by the conven- 
tion, is one which is ae by the present national leadership of 
the Communist Party. I did not disagree with the position put forth 
here. I thought there were some mealy-mouthed phrases. I would 
have liked to have had a stronger statement but I thought it was prog- 
ress at the time in the context of the situation. 

Of course, this part here is one which I objected to very 
strenuously. 

An attempt to reach unity where this report speaks about no need 
to take a position on Hungary, actually I felt that if the Communist 
Party did not take a position on Hungary, it is political suicide; 
and I still believe it. 

Mr. Tavenner. Dorothy Healey, at a later time, expressed very vig- 
orously her disapproval of the execution of Nagy and the whole Com- 
munist line against Hungary, but you were not present at that 
meeting ? 

Mr. Ribose: No. I heard about it. Whether it was in the press 
or on television that she stated it, I don’t remember; but I heard it. 
This thing here, this report here, the question of Hungary was 
skirted. 

I might say that had the reporter, whoever it was, taken, in my 
opinion, a full position on Hungary the way the particular reporter 
felt, that convention would have been thrown into turmoil. It was 
an attempt to avoid a position that keeps them calm. 

Mr. Tavenner. That evasion at that time served the national or- 
geste of the Communist Party in a very substantial way, didn’t 
it 

Mr. Burton. That was my feeling and that is why TI left. 

Mr. Tavenner. There were a number of efforts made by the Soviet 
Union prior to, and immediately following the Sixteenth National 
Convention of the Communist Party, indicating a renewed effort to 
control the Communist Party in this country in much the same man- 
ner as Duclos in his letter in 1945. That is true, is it not? 

Mr. Burton. I felt that way. I felt that way. I felt that the 
promise which was opened up by the wide debate and variance of 
opinion in the world Communist movement following the so-called 
secret Khrushchev report held great hope, but I soon began to feel 
that this was being withdrawn. 
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Mr. Tavenner. And the declaration of the 12 Communist coun- 
tries in 1957 was another action of the foreign Communist group 
which no doubt influenced you in your attitude? 

Mr. Burton. I agreed with the Yugoslavs even though I wasn’t 
there. 

Mr. TavenNner. Yugoslavia was the only Communist country which 
would not become a party to it? 

Mr. Burron. Yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. And the 12-Party Declaration was warmly wel- 
comed by the national committee after that committee had been sub- 
jected to the full control of the Foster group ? 

Mr. Burton. I gather there were some shenanigans about that; al- 
though I was not there I gathered what happened. I don’t believe 
I was in at the time. Maybe I was. I learned about it later any- 
way. I gather what happened is that a small group, the resident 
committee there, immediately warmly hailed it, to use an old leftwing 
cliche, and immediately there were protests from the nonresident 
members over various parts of the country. I don’t know whether it 
was a majority protest, but there was considerable protest. I know 
there was some from California. So that’s as I remember the situ- 
ation. 

Mr. Tavenner. Now you expressed very vividly your opposition to 
the Communist Party program within labor as atta a Communist 
Party group within a labor union. 

I want to ask you if you take the same view with reference to the 
activities of the Communist Party with respect to the Negro question. 

Mr. Burton. As a matter of fact, in this article of November 
1956, I state very explicitly that a political party to have any validity 
in the American scene must function in its own right. Communists 
who happen to be trade unionists, who happen to be any other kind 
of thing, they will function as trade unionists—just as any other 
person may be a Democrat and function as a trade unionist, and 
there is no doubt his philosophy will lead him in certain directions; 
but it is wrong, it is futile, and it is resented by a member of any 
organization to have the feeling that another member has a dual 
loyalty. This has been my position all along. 

Mr. Tavenner. Not only in the field of labor but in other fields? 

Mr. Burron. Any field. 

Mr. Tavenner. In connection with the Jewish question as posed 
in that report, in connection with the Negro question as posed in that 
report, do you not agree? 

Mr. Burton. Yes. Let me put it this way: If I were—I am a 
member of a Jewish center organization. I would like to see us reach 
the day that, supposing I were a Communist, a Socialist, whatever 
it is, I can be a Communist in philosophy, the director of the center 
may be a democrat in philosophy, but our first loyalty when we are 
in the center or in an organization is that center and that organiza- 
tion. When we go to a Communist Party meeting or a Democratic 
Party meeting, that is another question that has nothing to do with 
the center. 

Mr. Tavenner. But you do not believe in the Communist Party 
sending you, for instance, as a member in that organization to in- 
fluence on behalf of the Communist Party even in cases against the 
interest of that organization ? 
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Mr. Borron. Of course, I have never known it to influence it in the 
case against the interests but I don’t believe any organization should 
do that, Communist Party or anybody else. 1 don’t believe in any 
group that is not native to that organization organizing itself as a 

oup. 

OM. TaveNNER. But that has been the greet basic plan of the Com- 
munist Party in order to capture membership. 

Mr. Burton. It is one which I disagree with and stated publicly. 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes, but it is one? 

Mr. Burton. Yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. One of the great basic principles upon which the 
Communist Party operates ? 

Mr. Burton. Yes, and I think it is a futile one. I think the period 
has demonstrated that. 

Mr. TavenneER. Let me ask you this—it is now getting late. I 
think it would be to the advantage of the committee, and to you, if we 
are able to talk with you on these general problems a little at leisure, 
rather than continuing here at this time in this hearing. 

Would you be willing to meet the investigator of the committee 
at some time and place that is convenient to you and discuss these 
problems which we have been discussing in a more thorough manner? 

(Witness confers with counsel. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. With your counsel present, if he desires. 

Mr. Burton. I ane: very much like to consult my counsel at 
length about this. 

If I have the power, I would rather postpone my answer, if it is 
possible, because I have some questions and some problems that arise 
that I would rather discuss with my counsel, if I may. 

Mr. Wirt. We will give you an answer or give Mr. Wheeler an 
answer in short order. 

Mr. Tavenner. That is all right. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

(Whereupon, at 5:25 p.m., Wednesday, September 3, the com- 
inittee recessed, to reconvene at 9:30 a.m., Thursday, September 4, 
1958. 


THE SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA DISTRICT 
OF THE COMMUNIST PARTY 


Structure—Objectives—Leadership 


HEARINGS 


BEFORE THE 


COMMITTEE ON UN-AMERICAN ACTIVITIES 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


EIGHTY-FIFTH CONGRESS 
SECOND SESSION 


PART 2 
SEPTEMBER 4 AND 5, 1958 


Printed for the use of the Committee on Un-American Activities 


(Index in Part 3) 


UNITED STATES 
GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 
WASHINGTON : 1959 


COMMITTEE ON UN-AMERICAN ACTIVITIES 
UNITED States House OF REPRESENTATIVES 


FRANCIS E. WALTER, Pennsylvania, Chairman 
MORGAN M. MOULDER, Missouri BERNARD W. KEARNEY, New York ! 
CLYDE DOYLE, California DONALD L, JACKSON, California 
EDWIN E. WILLIS, Louisiana GORDON H, SCHERER, Ohio 
WILLIAM M. TUCK, Virginia ROBERT J. McINTOSH, Michigan ! 


RICHARD ARENS, Staff Director 


1 Congressmen William E. Miller of New York and August E. Johansen of Michigan were appointed 
members of the committee by the 86th Congress, replacing Mr. Kearney and Mr. McIntosh. 


Se 
Se 
Se 


CONTENTS 


September 2, 1958: Testimony of — 
Dorothy Ray Healey 
Afternoon session: 
Dorothy Ray Healey (resumed) 
Statements of Loren Miller and Al Wirin (attorneys for Don 
Wheeldin) 
Mary Lois Newman 
David Francis Arkin 
Thomas D. Creed 
September 3, 1958: Testimony of — 
Alexander Ende 
Herbert Biskar 
popnie 
Joseph Solomon 
Stella Choyke Biber. 
Afternoon session: 
Joseph I. Gavron 
Esther Goldie Sokolow 


September 4, 1958: Testimony of— 
Harriet Blair 


Jane Swanhuyser 
Julius Kovner 
Bertha Marshall 
Ellie Henrickson 
Fay Kovner Mukes 
Rosemary Lusher 
Afternoon session: 

Rosemay Lusher (resumed) 
Reva Mucha Zwolinski 
Leon Pape 
Edith Weiner Pape 
Naomi Claire Blair 
Jessie Josephson 
Archibald MacNair, Jr 
Charles H. Mosley, Jr 
Felix Padilla 

Eli K 

September 5, 1958: Testimony of— 
William A. Wheeler 
Jerry Atinsky 
Margarete Ann Byler 
Elizabeth Ricardo Jackson 
Ola Ross Pacifico 
Henry Sazer 
Vivian Vallens 


PART 1 

Page 

18 

49 

54 

55 

58 

63 

68 

75 

82 

84 

90 

93 

96 

99 

102 

110 

PART 2 

142 

144 

148 

152 

159 

162 

168 

180 

187 

192 

196 

201 

203 

205 

207 

209 

210 

213 

214 

218 

220 

222 

224 

227 

Im 


IV CONTENTS 


September 5, 1958: Testimony of—Continued 
Leo Baefsky 
Estelle Parness 
Irving Sarnoff 
William W. Talbot 


February 24, 1959: Testimony of— 
Charlene Mitchell 
Seymour D. Brodsky 
Admiral George Dawson 
Eleanor Smith 
Clarence George Young 

Afternoon session: 
Helen Blair 


Edward M. Enfiajian 

August Maymudes 

Shiffra Goldman 
February 25, 1959: Testimony of— 

Matilda Molina Tolly 

Mark Robinson 

Delfino Varela 


Afternoon session: 
Sophie Siminoski 
Harry Hunt 
Arthur Brown 
Robert Klonsky 
Philip Rafalow 
Solomon Monroy 


( 


Page 
PART 3 
( 
g 
t 
( 
r 
s 
{ 
é 


Pusuic Law 601, 79TH ConGREss 


The legislation under which the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities operates is Public Law 601, 79th Congress |1946], chapter 
753, 2d session, which provides: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, * 


PART 2—RULES OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
X 


SEC. 121. STANDING COMMITTEES 
* * * * 
18. Committee on Un-American Activities, to consist of nine Members. 


Rute XI 


POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES 
* * * * 


? vn Committee on Un-American Activities. 
(A) Un-American activities. 

(2) The Committee on Un-American Activities, as a whole or by subcommit- 
tee, is authorized to make from time to time investigations of (i) the extent, 
character, and objects of un-American propaganda activities in the United States, 
(ii) the diffusion within the United States of subversive and un-American propa- 
ganda that is instigated from foreign countries or of a domestic origin and attacks 
the principle of the form of government as guaranteed by our Constitution, and 
(iii) all other questions in relation thereto that would aid Congress in any necessary 
remedial legislation. 

The Committee on Un-American Activities shall report to the House (or to the 
Clerk of the House if the House is not in session) the results of any such investi- 
gation, together with such recommendations as it deems advisable. 

For the purpose of any such investigation, the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit and act at such 
times and places within the United States, whether or not the House is sitting, 
has recessed, or has adjourned, to hold such hearings, to require the attendance 
of such witnesses and the production of such books, papers, and documents, and 
to take such testimony, as it deems necessary. Subpenas may be issued under 
the signature of the chairman of the committee or any subcommittee, or by any 
member designated by any such chairman, and may be served by any person 
designated by any such chairman or member. 


* * * 
Rute XII 
LEGISLATIVE OVERSIGHT BY STANDING COMMITTEES 


Sec. 136. To assist the Congress in appraising the administration of the laws 
and in developing such amendments or related legislation as it may deem neces- 
sary, each standing committee of the Senate and the House of Representatives 
shall exercise continuous watchfulness of the execution by the administrative 
agencies concerned of any laws, the subject matter of which is within the jurisdic- 
tion of such committee; and, for that purpose, shall study all pertinent reports 
and data submitted to the Congress by the agencies in the executive branch of 
the Government. 


Vv 


RULES ADOPTED BY THE 85TH CONGRESS 
House Resolution 5, January 3, 1957 
* * * 


X 


STANDING COMMITTEES 


1. There shall be elected by the House, at the commencement of each Con- 
gress, 


* * * * * * 


(q) Committee on Un-American Activities, to consist of nine Members. 
* ~ * * 


XI 


POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES 


* * * * * 


18. Committee on Un-American Activities. 

(a) Un-American activities. 

(b) The Committee on Un-American Activities, as a whole or by subeommittee, 
is authorized to make from time to time investigations of (1) the extent, char- 
acter, and objects of un-American propaganda activities in the United States, 
(2) the diffusion within the United States of subversive and un-American prop- 
aganda that is instigated from foreign countries or of a domestic origin and 
attacks the principle of the form of government as guaranteed by our Constitu- 
tion, and (3) all other questions in relation thereto that would aid Congress 
in any necessary remedial legislation. 

The Committee on Un-American Activities shall report to the House (or to the 
Clerk of the House if the House is not in session) the results of any such investi- 
gation, together with such recommendations as it deems advisable. 

For the purpose of any such investigation, the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit and act at such times 
and places within the United States, whether or not the House is sitting, has 
recessed, or has adjourned, to hold such hearings, to require the attendance 
of such witnesses and the production of such books, papers, and documents, and 
to take such testimony, as it deems necessary. Subpenas may be issued under 
the signature of the chairman of the committee or any subcommittee, or by any 
member designated by any such chairman, and may be served by any person 
designated by any such chairman or member. 

* * * a * * a 

26. To assist the House in appraising the administration of the laws and in 
developing such amendments or related legislation ss it may deem necessary, 
each standing committee of the House shall exercise continuous watchfulness 
of the execution by the administrative agencies concerned of any laws, the subject 
matter of which is within the jurisdiction of such committee; and, for that 
purpose, shall study all pertinent reports and data submitted to the House by 
the agencies in the executive branch of the Government. 
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THE SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA DISTRICT OF THE 
COMMUNIST PARTY 


Structure—Ob jectives—Leadership 
(Part 2) 


THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 4, 1958 


Untrep Houser or REPRESENTATIVES, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE 
ON Un-American ACTIVITIES, 
Los Angeles, Calif. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION ' 


The subcommittee of the Committee on Un-American Activities 
met, pursuant to recess, at 9:45 a.m., in room 229, Federal Building, 
Los Angeles, Calif., Hon. Francis E. Walter (chairman) presiding. 

Committee members present: Representatives Francis KE. Walter, of 
Pennsylvania, and Morgan M. Moulder, of Missouri. 

Staff members present: Frank 8. Tavenner, Jr., counsel, and Wil- 
liam A. Wheeler, investigator. 

The CHarrman. Will you raise your right hand? Do you swear 
the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mrs. Brat. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF HARRIET BLAIR, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
ELMO VICKERS 


Mr. Tavenner. Will you state your name, please ? 

Mrs. Buair. Harriet Blair. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will counsel accompanying the witness please 
identify himself for the record ? 

Mr. Vickers. I am Elmo Vickers. Do you want my office ad- 
dress, too? 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes. 

Mr. Vickers. 3409 West Beverly Boulevard, Montebello, Calif. 
The telephone number is Parkview 88-8184. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is Blair your married name or your maiden name? 
Mrs. Buarr. My married name. 


1 Released by the committee and ordered to be printed. 

The executive testimony herewith released formed part of the background information 
on which is based the “Report on the Southern California District of the Communist 
Party: Structure—Objectives—Leadership,” H. Rept. No. 259, released by the Committee 


on Un-American Activities on Apr. 8, 1959. 
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Mr. Tavenner. What was your maiden name? 

Mrs. Buat. Harriet Lewis. 

Mr. Tavenner. How do you spell Lewis? 

Mrs. Buatr. L-e-w-i-s. 

Mr. Tavenner. When and where were you born, please ? 

Mrs. Biarr. In New York City, January 12, 1915. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your occupation ? 

Mrs. Buarr. I am a housewife. 

Mr. TavenNer. When did you first come to California to make it 
the place of your permanent residence ? 

Mrs. Briarr. Approximately in May 1944. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you formerly a member of the Communist 
Party of the Southern District of California? 

Mrs. Buarr. The only way I can answer that question is by the first 
amendment which gives everyone the right to associate with whom 
they choose, and the fifth amendment, that portion of the fifth amend- 
ment which is intended to protect the innocent and permit people 
to refuse to answer questions of this kind because the answer of such 
a question will tend to incriminate me. 

he Cuarrman. Then do we understand with that, that you decline 
to answer that question ? 

Mrs. Buare. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Tavenner. The investigation made by the committee up to the 
resent time discloses that you were a delegate to the Southern Cali- 
ornia District convention of the Communist Party which met here 

in Los Angeles on April 13 and 14 of 1957. Is this information 
correct ? 

a Buarr. For that question I have the same answer as previously 
stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. I haven’t asked you your address. What is your 
address ? 

Mrs. Buarr. 2114 Cowlin Street, Los Angeles. 

Mr. Tavenner. That is within the Los Angeles area of the Com- 
munist Party; is it not? 

ve Buarr. For that question I have the same answer as previously 
stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee has received information indicating 
the resignation of a number of members of the Communist Party after 
the difficulty arose in the National Convention of the Communist 
Party and the National Committee meetings relating to the Hungarian 
question and the execution of Nagy. Were you one of those who 
resigned ? 

Mrs. Biarr. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you now a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Briar. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you received a Communist Party assignment 
to be active within the Independent Progressive Party of California ? 

Mrs. Biatr. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you not, in fact, chairman of the East Los 
Angeles Club of the Independent Progressive Party ? 

Mrs. Biarr. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you not actually the director in 1954 of the 
Independent Progressive Party’s campaign for the 19th Congressional 
District in Los Angeles ? 
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Mrs. Bua. I decline to answer that question for the reasons al- 
ready stated. 

Mr. TavenneER. Were you not also a member of the State Central 
Committee of the Independent Progressive Party in 1954? 

Mrs. Buiatr. Same answer as previously stated. 

ae TavenNER. Were you a member of the Communist Party iu 
1954 

Mrs. Buar. I refuse to answer that question, too, for the reasons 
already given. 

Mr. TavennER. The committee is informed that at the April 13 and 
14 meeting of the Communist Party for the Southern District of 
California Dorothy Healey made a report in which she emphasized 
the importance of party work in mass organization, in which at that 
time she is said to have made this statement : 

“So we start by trying to unite the members”—that is members of 
mass organization—“on issues already projected by their own organ- 
izations, and continue by finding the way to unite that organization 
and its members with others.” 

ia represent the objective of the Communist Party in April 
of 195 

(The witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Buatr. I refuse to answer that question for the reasons al- © 
ready stated and because I don’t believe you really want my opinion 
about anything. 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes, I do not want your opinion but I want facts 
insofar as you are familiar with them. I want to ask you if you car- 
ried out that program of the Communist Party and whether you are 
doing it now. 

Mrs. Buatr. I refuse to answer this question on the grounds al- 
ready stated. 

Pa Tavenner. What other mass organizations are you a member 

Mrs. Buarr. I refuse to answer this question for the grounds al- 
ready stated, the first and the fifth amendments. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you received Communist Party instructions 
to become active in the Parent Teachers Association ? 

Mrs. Buarr. Same answer. 

ae Tavenner. Are you active in the Parent Teachers Associa- 
tion 

Mrs, Buarr. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you received Communist Party instructions 
to be active in the Girl Scout organization ? 

Mrs. Barr. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you active in such an organization ? 

Mrs. Buarr. I decline to answer for the same reason already stated. 

The Cuarrman. Is she a member of the Girl Scouts, Mr. Tavenner? 

Mr. Tavennenr. I do not know, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Are you a member of the Girl Scouts? 

Mrs. Buarr. I decline to answer that question. 

The Cuarrman. On the grounds that it might incriminate you? 

Mrs. Buarr. Correct. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. The witness is excused. 


140 COMMUNISM IN SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA AREA 


Mrs. Buatr. Thank you. 

The Cuairman. Call your next witness. 

Will you raise your right hand, please? Do you swear the testi- 
mony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Gosman. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF LORRIS GOSMAN, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
JACK TENNER 


Mr. Tenner. I would like to express my thanks to Mr. Wheeler of 
the committee for taking my client as promptly as you did this morn- 
ing. I just had some minor surgery. 

Mr. oven ner. Will you state your name, please, sir ? 

Mr. Gosman, Lorris Gosman. 

Mr. Tavenner. How do you spell your name? 

Mr. Gosman. L-o-r-r-i-s G-o-s-m-a-n. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you also known by the name of Lloyd? 

Mr. Gosman. Lloyd? 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes. 

Mr. Gosman. No. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will counsel accompanying the witness please iden- 
tify himself for the record ? 

{r. Tenner. Jack Tenner, T-e-n-n-e-r. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Gosman, where do you reside? 

Mr. Gosman. Los Angeles. 

Mr. Tavenner. At what address? 

Mr. Gosman. 4039 Camero. 

Mr. Tavenner. Please state when and where you were born. 

Mr. Gosman. New York City, January 16, 1913. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your occupation ¢ 

Mr. Gosman. I am self-employed. Salesman. 

Mr. TaveNner. Have you had any other occupation within the past 
7 or 8 years? 

Mr. Gosman. I have worked—— 

Mr. Tavenner. Let us say since 1950? 

Mr. Gosman. Yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you please state it ? 

Mr. Gosman. I was manager of a grocery market. 

Mr. Tavenner. Up until what period of time ? 

Mr. Gosman. Around 1952. Somewhere around there. I don’t 
recall exactly. 

Mr. Tavenner. When did you first come to California to make it the 
place of your permanent residence ? 

Mr. GosmaNn. January of 1948. 

\ Mr, TAVENNER. Will you state briefly your formal educational 
raining ? 

Mr. Gosman. High school graduate; 2 years of college. 

_ Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Gosman, in the course of the present investiga- 
tion that the committee is making, the committee is informed that you 
were a delegate to a convention of the Los Angeles County Communist 
Party held in Los Angeles on January 5 and 6, 1957. Is this correct ? 
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Mr. Gosman. I will decline to answer that, Mr. Tavenner, on the 
grounds of the first and fifth amendments of the Constitution of the 
United States. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee information also is that there was 
a district convention of the Communist Party of Southern California, 
that is, the Southern District of California, held in Los Angeles on 
April 18 and 14, 1957, which was attended by you. 

r. GosMANn. I will decline to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. At the meeting just referred to a report was made 
by Dorothy Healey in which she explained the duty devolving upon 
Communist Party members in her district to take part in the activities 
of various mass organizations. Will you state, please, whether or not 
you have been engaged in Communist Party activities within mass 
organizations at the direction of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Gosman. I will decline to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you been active in the work of the Inde- 
pendent Progressive Party in this area at the direction of the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Gosman. I will decline to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. TavennerR. Have you been or were you active at the instance 
of the Communist Party in the work of the Citizens Committee to 
Secure Justice for the Rosenbergs ? 

Mr. GosMan. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you also active in behalf of the Communist 
Party, and at its suggestion, in the American Peace Crusade ? 

Mr. Gosman. I will decline to answer that on the same grounds. 
I also object to the “also,” Mr. Tavenner. Those are your words. 
They are not mine. 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes, they are my words. 

Mr. Gosman. You are implying that I was. That is your implica- 
tion, not mine. 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes. 

I offer in evidence a thermofax copy of an excerpt from the January 
17, 1952, issue of Daily People’s World and ask that it be marked 
“Gosman Exhibit No. 1.” 

The Cuarmman. It will be made a part of the record. 

(Document marked “Gosman Exhibit No. 1” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Tenner. May I have the date of that exhibit? 

Mr. Tavenner. January 17, 1952. 

I refer to an article entitled, “Meeting To Spur Peace Pact Drive.” 
It reads as follows: 

A meeting to support a campaign around the worldwide petitions for a five 
power peace pact will be held at 8:15 p.m. Friday at the home of Mr. and Mrs. 
Lorris Gosman, 1278 North Kingsley Drive. The meeting will be jointly 
sponsored by a group of citizens in the 24th Congressional District and by the 
American Peace Crusade. 

Does not that article describe your participation in the work of 
the Peace Crusade? 

(The witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Gosman. I will decline to answer that, Mr. Tavenner, on the 
same grounds. 
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Mr. Tavenner. During the same year’ were you assigned to the 
East Hollywood Club of the 24th Congressional District, 56th As- 
sembly District of the Independent Progressive Party ? 

Mr. Tenner. What would be the date of that ? 

Mr. Tavenner. 1952. 

Mr. Tenner. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Gosman. I decline to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. TavenNner. Were you solicited by anyone to become a ne 
of a letter of resignation addressed to the National Committee of the 
Communist Party in the spring of 1958? 

Mr. Gosman. May I confer with my attorney on this? 

(The witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Gosman. I decline to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you now a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Gosman. I decline on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Were you a member of the Independent Progres- 
sive Party? 

(The witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Gosman. I will decline to answer that. Same grounds. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Any further questions? 

Mr. Tavenner. No, sir. 

The Cnamman. The witness is excused. 

Will you raise your right hand, please? Do you swear the testi- 
mony you are sbout to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mrs. Swanuvyser. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JANE SWANHUYSER, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
MORTIMER VOGEL 


Mr. Tavenner. Will counsel accompanying the witness please 
identify himself for the record ? 

Mr. Vocet. Mortimer Vogel; Hollywood. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is Jane Swanhuyser your maiden name or your 
married name? 

Mrs. SwaNnuyser. My married name. 

Mr. Tavenner. What was your maiden name? 

(The witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Swanuuyser. Garrett. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where do you reside? 

Mrs. Swannvyser. I decline to answer that on the grounds that it 
is a pertinent, Mr. Tavenner, and the amendments to the Consti- 
tution. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you a resident of Reseda, Calif. ? 

Mrs. Swannuyser. Same answer, sir. 

The Cnatrman. I direct you to answer the question. Certainly we 
have a right to identify witnesses. 

Mrs. Swanuvyser. Yes, I reside in Reseda, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your occupation ? 

Mrs. Swanuoyser. I am a housewife. 

Mr. TavenneEr. Do you have d other occupation ? 

y 


Mrs. Swanuvyser. Occasionally I have been employed, but I am 
a housewife. 
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Mr. TavennER. What is the general nature of the employment? 

Mrs. Swanuoyser. I do market research. 

Mr. Tavenner. For any State or Federal Government agency ? 

(The witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Swanuouyser. No, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you state briefly what your formal educational 
training has been? 

Mrs. Swanuvuyser. I graduated from high school and I have had 
some college training. Iam not a college graduate. 

i me TaveNNER. Will you please state the date and place of your 
irt 

Mrs. Swanuvyser. I was born in St. Paul, Minn. 

Mr. Tavennenr. I did not get the name. 

Mrs. Swannvyser. St. Paul, Minn., on January 25, 1913. 

Mr. Tavenner. When did you first come to California with the view 
to making it your place of residence? 

Mrs. Swanuvuyser. 1941, I think, about July. 

ae TAVENNER. Have you lived in California constantly since that 
time 

Mrs. Swanuvyser. I have. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a delegate to the California State con- 
vention of the Communist Party held on January 19 and 20, 1957? 

Mrs. Swanuvyser. I decline to answer that question, sir, on the 
grounds of the Constitution and the amendments thereto. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a delegate to the Los Angeles County 
convention held January 5 and 6, 1957? 

Mrs. SwANHUYSER. Same answer, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you know whether or not at that convention 
authority was given to divide the State of California into two dis- 
tricts, that of the Southern District of California and the Northern 
District of California? 

Mrs. SwanuHuyser. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you, in 1943, a member of the Van Nuys Club 
of the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. SwANHUYSER. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you serve as executive secretary of that club? 

Mrs. Swanuvyser. Same answer, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. In 1951 were you an organizer for the Western 
Division of the Communist Party in California? 

Mrs. SwANHUYSER. Same answer, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. It is the committee’s information that you have 
presently withdrawn from the Communist Party, that you are not 
now amember. So I want to ask you: Are you a member of the Com- 
munist Party at this time? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

The Cuarrman. Is the information that the committee has, that you 
are not a member of the Communist Party, correct ? 

Mrs. Swanuuyser. Same answer. 

Mr. Moutper. Were you a member of any organization which advo- 
cates the overthrow of our present form of government by force and 
violence ? 

Mrs. Swanuvuyser. Same answer. 


144 COMMUNISM IN SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA AREA 


Mr. Taverner. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer in evidence a ther- 
mofax copy of an excerpt from the March 25, 1949, issue of the Daily 
People’s World, entitled “Meet One of the L.A. 17, Jane Swanhuyser, 
Marxist, mother, American,” and ask that it be marked “Swanhuyser 
Exhibit No. 1.” 

The Cuarrman. Mark it and make ita part oftherecord. 

(Document marked “Swanhuyser Exhibit No. 1” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you examine the article and state whether or 
not the photograph contained within the article is ge likeness ? 

Mrs. Swannuyser. I decline to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you the Jane Swanhuyser referred to in that 
article? 

Mrs. Swannoyser. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. The witness is excused. 

Will you raise your right hand, please. Do you swear the testimony 
are about to give shall be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 

ut the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Kovner. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JULIUS KOVNER, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
MORTIMER VOGEL 


Mr. Tavenner. Will you state your name, please, sir? 
Mr. Kovner. Julius Kovner. 
Mr. Tavenner. Will counsel accompanying the witness please 


identify himself for the record ? 

Mr. Vocet. Mortimer Vogel; Hollywood. 

Mr. Tavener. Where do you live, Mr. Kovner? 

Mr. Kovner. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of 
the Constitution and the Bill of Righis and the protection I am af- 
forded thereby. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is your correct address 4253 Fulton Avenue, Van 
Nuys, Calif. ? 

wreak alam I have declined to answer that question on the same 

unds. 

The Cuarrman. You are directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Kovner. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of the 
Bill of Rights, the 1st, 4th, 5th, the 9th, and 10th amendments. 
ee. Were you born in Hartford, Conn., on September 

Mr. Kovner. I was. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your occupation ? 

Mr. Kovner. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds 
as previously mentioned. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you at the present tiine a member of the Car- 
penters Union in Van Nuys? 

(The witness confers with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Kovner. I decline to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously mentioned. 

Mr. Tavenner. As a matter of fact, you were expelled by the 
union, weren’t you ? 
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Mr. Kovner. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Weren’t you expelled by that union for Communist 
Party activities? 

Mr. Kovner. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer in evidence a ther- 
mofax copy of the May 22, 1951, issue of the People’s World and also 
the September 28, 1950, issue of the People’s World. 

The Cuarrmman. They will be marked. 

Mr. Tavenner. And mark them “Kovner Exhibits 1 and 2,” re- 
spectively, in the inverse order in which I mentioned them. | 

(Documents marked “Kovner Exhibits Nos. 1 and 2,” respectively. 
and retained in committee files.) 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a delegate from the San Fernando area 
to the Southern California District convention of the Communist 
Party held in Los Angeles on April 13 and 14, 1957? 

Mr. Kovner. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee has learned through reports that 
have been made available to it in the form of a statement made by 
Dorothy Healey at the district convention of the Southern District 
of California, held in April 1957, that special emphasis was being 

laced at the time upon the work of members of the Communist 

arty in various mass organizations. I would like to ask you whether 
or not that is a continuation of the policy and purpose of the Com- 
munist Party or whether there was anything new regarding the Com- 
munist Party decision at that time? 

Mr. Kovner. You would know that better than I. 

Mr. Tavenner. Well, I am not so sure. I think I do know a good 


bit about it, but according to the information of the committee, you 
engaged in that type of activity, and if that is so, there is no one in a 
better position to describe your own activities than you. So, there- 
i I am asking you the question. 


Mr. Kovner. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Studio City Club of the 
Independent Progressive Party? 

Mr. Kovner. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you engage in activities within that party at 
the instance of any Communist Party unit or Communist Party 
functionary 

Mr. Kovner. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr, Tavenner. In 1954 were you a member of the California State 
Central Committee of the Independent Progressive Party ? 

Mr. Kovner. I decline to answer that question. Same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Chairman, I offer in evidence a photostatic 
copy of an Independent Progressive Party appointment of members 
of the State Central Committee for the year 1954 with regard to three 
persons, the second of whom is Julius Kovner, and ask that it be 
marked “Kovner Exhibit No. 3.” 

The Cuamman. It will be marked. 

(Document marked “Kovner Exhibit No. 3” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you examine exhibit No. 3, Mr. Kovner, and 
state whether or not the second name appearing among the three 
appointments is your name, 
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Mr. Kovner. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I also offer in evidence a photostatic copy of a simi- 
lar document for the year 1948 and ask that it be marked “Kovner 
Exhibit No. 4.” 

The Cuarrman. It will be made a part of the record. 

(Document marked “Kovner Exhibit No. 4” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you examine exhibit No. 4 and state whether 
or not your name appears on line 3 of the appointees ? 

Mr. Kovner. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. That document is for the year 1948. During the 
same year of 1948 were you not active in circulating petitions for the 
Independent Progressive Party to participate in the primary elec- 
tion of that year / 

Mr. Kovner. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I offer in evidence a photostatic copy of an Inde- 
pendent Progressive Party petition to participate in the primary 
election of June 1, 1948, at the end of which there is an affidavit over 
the name of Julius Kovner, and ask that it be marked “Kovner Ex- 
hibit No. 5.” 

The CHamMan. It will be made a part of the record. 

(Document marked “Kovner Exhibit No. 5” and retained in com- 
mitee files.) 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you examine the signature of the name of 
Julius Kovner at the end of the affidavit and state whether or not it 
1s your signature ? 

{r. Kovner. I decline to answer that question. Same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Kovner, did you participate at the instance of 
the Communist Party or_any functionary thereof in the National 
Youth Assembly Against Universal Military Training ? 

Mr. Kovner. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I offer in evidence a thermofax copy of the Febru- 
ary 16, 1948, issue of the People’s World carrying an article entitled, 
“Army Draft Protest Set Tonight,” and ask that it be marked “Kov- 
ner Exhibit No. 6.” 

The Cuatirman. It will be made a part of the record. 

(Document marked “Kovner Exhibit No. 6” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. This document refers to one of the announced 
speakers as Julius Kovner, Valley Local of AFL Carpenters Union. 

ill you examine the exhibit, please, and state whether or not you 
appeared and took part in that rally as a speaker as indicated by the 
advance notice ? 

Mr. Kovner. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you also actively participate at the instance of 
the Communist Party or any functionary of it in the work of the 
Civil Rights Congress ? 

Mr. Kovner. I decline to answer. Same grounds, 
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Mr. Tavenner. I offer in evidence as exhibit 7 a thermofax copy 
of the June 11, 1951, issue of People’s World. 

The Cuarrman. It will be made a part of the record. 

(Document marked “Kovner Exhibit No. 7” and retained in com- 
mitte files. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. When did you first come to California for the pur- 
pose of making it the place of your permanent residence ? 

Mr. Kovner. 1943. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you lived and worked in California continu- 
ously since that time? 

r. Kovner. Except when I was in the Army. 

Mr. Tavenner. How long were you in the military service ? 

Mr. Kovner. Approximately a year. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you receive an honorable discharge? 

Mr. Kovner. I sure did. 

Mr. Tavenner. What has been your formal educational training? 

Mr. Kovner. I graduated from fish school and got in about 2 or 3 
years of night college. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where did you attend college? 

Mr. Kovner. Back East. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where? 

Mr. Kovner. Brooklyn College. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where did you attend high school ? 

Mr. Kovner. De Witt Clinton High School. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where is that located ? 

Mr. Kovner. New York. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where were you born ? 

Mr. Kovner. Hartford, Conn. 

Mr. Tavenner. And the date of your birth is what? 

Mr. Kovner. I declined to answer that question before. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you say that you answered that question before? 

Mr. Kovner. I don’t think Tid. 

i se TavEenNER. I didn’t think so, either. What is the date of your 
rt 

Mr. Kovner. I declined to answer that question before. 

Mr. Tavenner. You refuse to tell how old you are? Weren’t you 
born September 18, 1912 ? 

Mr. Kovner. You asked me that question before. I refused to 
answer it. 

Mr. Tavenner. I am interested in your reason. What reason could 
you possibly have—— 

Mr. Kovner. I don’t have to— 

Mr. Tavenner. For thinking that the answer to that question might 
tend to incriminate you ? 

Mr. Kovner. Do I have to have a reason? 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes; youcertainly do. 

Mr. Kovner. Just the feeling I have about the committee, the 
pertinency. 

Mr. Tavenner. As I mentioned earlier, the committee has learned 
of certain Communist Party plans through various reports made by 
Dorothy Healey. One section of her report deals with the activity 
of its members in the field of labor. Are you at this time engaged 
in Communist Party activities within any labor organization? 
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Mr. Kovner. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamrman. The witness is excused. 

The Cuarmman. Will you raise your right hand, please? Do you 
swear the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mrs. Yes; I do. 


TESTIMONY OF BERTHA MARSHALL, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
DAN MARSHALL 


Mr. Tavenner. Will you state your name, please? 

Mrs. Marsnauu. Bertha Marshall. 

Mr. Tavenner. It is noted that the witness is accompanied by Mr. 
Dan Marshall, admitted to the practice of law in the State of Cali- 
fornia and engaged in the practice of law in Los Angeles. 

The Cuatrman. I did not hear the witness. 

Mrs. MarsHatu. Bertha Marshall. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is that your married name or your maiden name? 

(The witness confers with her counsel. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. I think I can shorten this. I withdraw the ques- 
tion. Was your maiden name Bertha Kuppersmith? 

(The witness confers with her counsel.) , 

Mrs. MarsHatu. I decline to answer this question on the following 
grounds: By reason of the provisions of the first amendment which 
forbids this committee from abridging my freedom of speech, press. 
political belief and association, assembly and inquiry. By reason of 
the provisions of the fourth amendment of the Bill of Rights which 
makes me secure in my person, house, papers, and effects from this 
unreasonable search and seizure of this committee. By reason of the 
get ag of the fifth amendment of the Bill of Rights which for- 

ids this committee from attempting to compel me to be a witness 


against myself, and attempting to deprive me of my liberty, prong f 


and the right to earn a livelihood without due process of law, an 
amendment which creates a privilege for the innocent, and by the 
use of this privilege I admit no guilt whatsoever. By reason of the 
provisions of the sixth amendment of the Bill of Rights which re- 
quires you to confront me with any persons whom you say accuse me 
of wrongdoing. 

By reason of the ninth amendment of the Bill of Rights which for- 
bids your denying or disparaging the rights retained by the people, 
including all the constitutional rights contained in the first, fourth, 
fifth, and sixth amendments. By reason of the provisions of the 
10th amendment of the Bill of Rights which forbids this committee 
from proceeding with this inquiry, which deals with powers reserved 
to the people. 

This question lacks pertinency. This committee has not given 
me or made available to me any knowledge which conceivably could 
make this inquiry and this question pertinent with that degree of 
explicitness and clarity required by the due process clause. 

The power of this committee is not unlimited. It has no general 
authority to expose the private affairs of individuals simply for the 
sake of exposure. This investigation is unrelated to any legislative 
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purpose, being beyond the power conferred upon the Congress under 
the Constitution. 

This committee has not made clear with undisputable clarity the 
subject matter of this inquiry. It is the duty of the committee upon 
my present objection to state for the record the subject under inquiry 
and the manner in which this question is pertinent. 

I further demand that this explanation must be meaningful and 
must describe what the topic under inquiry is and the connective rea- 
soning whereby the question now asked me relates to it. 

Mr. Marsnautu, Will it be understood, Mr. Chairman, that if the 
witness declines to answer any further questions, she will be deemed 
to have so declined upon each, all, and every of the grounds she has 
now stated ? 

The Yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. The grounds stated by you for your refusal to an- 
swer—I believe you read from a venue statement made ahead of 
the hearing. Is that correct? 

(The witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Marsua.u. I decline to answer that upon the same grounds. 

The Cuairman. Just a minute. The question was what was your 
maiden name, is that it ? 

Mr. Tavenner. The primary question was whether or not her 
maiden name was Bertha Kuppersmith. 

The CuHamrman. You are directed to answer the question, Mrs. 
Marshall, whether or not your name was Bertha Kuppersmith. 

Mr. Marsuatu. We passed that question. I think we are on the 
memorandum. 

The Cuatraan. I am directing her to answer the question. 

Mr. Marsuatu. May we have the question read that you are direct- 
ing her to answer? 

The Cuamman. Was your maiden name Bertha Kuppersmith ? 

Mr. Marsuauv. Could we have it again? May we have the reporter 
read the pending question ? 

The Cuarrman. Read the question. 

Was your name Bertha Kuppersmith? You understand the ques- 
tion, don’t you? 

Mrs. Marsuauy. It was Bertha Kuppersmith. 

The CHatrmMan. The answer is “Yes, sir’? 

Mrs. MarsHau. Yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. That has taken about 20 minutes. 

Mr. Moutper. I would like to have the record show that the reasons 
given — witness were taken from a written statement. 

Mr. Marsuauz. What is the objection ? 

The Cuatrman. He is just making a statement. 

Proceed, Mr. Tavenner. 

Mr. Tavenrr. Were you born April 9, 1901, in Stordzyentz, 
Rumania? 

Mrs. Marsnauu. I decline to answer this question on grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. May I have a direction ? 

The Cuairman. You are directed to answer the question. 

(The witness confers with her counsel.) 
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Mrs. Marsna.u. I decline to answer this question on the grounds 
previously stated. > 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you naturalized as a citizen of the United 
States on May 21, 1928, in the State of New York? 

Mrs. Marsa. I decline to answer this question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

The Cuamrman. You are directed to answer the question. We are 
merely trying to identify 7 with a degree of certainty that will 
eliminate the possibility of any person by the same name becoming 
involved in this. Were you naturalized on that date? 

(The witness confers with her counsel.) : 

— MarsHatu. I decline to answer on the grounds previously 
stated. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. TaveNNER. Were you a delegate to the Los Angeles County 
convention of the Communist Party held in Los Angeles on January 
5 and 6, 1957? 

— Marsuatu. I decline to answer on the grounds previously 
stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you also a delegate to the Southern California 
District convention, held on April 13 and 14, 1957, in Los Angeles? 

— Marsnwat. I decline to answer on the grounds previously 
stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee has learned through a report made 
by Dorothy Healey at the convention on April 13 and 14, 1957, that 
one of the main concentrations of the Communist Party at this time 
in this area is work within mass organizations. Have you been called 
upon by the Communist Party to engage in that type of work since 
the date of her report, April 1957? 

Mrs. Marsuau. I decline to answer on the grounds stated. 

Mr. TaveENNER. Weren’t you already engaged in work of that kind 
and had been so engaged for a number of years? 

ry MarsHa. I decline to answer on the grounds previously 
stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you assigned by the Communist Party or a 
Communist Party functionary to engage in Communist Party activi- 
ties within the Independent Progressive Party in this State 

mn Marsnatu. I decline to answer on the grounds previously 
stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Didn’t part of your assignment consist of the cir- 
culation as early as 1948 of petitions of the Independent Progressive 
Party of California to participate in primary elections? 

Mrs. MarsHatv. I decline to state on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. I offer in evidence and ask that it be marked as 
“Marshall Exhibit No. 1” a photostatic copy of an Independent 
Progressive Party of California petition to participate in the primary 
election of June 1, 1948. 

The Cuarrman. Make it a part of the record. 

(Document marked “Marshall Exhibit No. 1” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Tavenner. I call the witness’ attention to an affidavit, appear- 
ing at the end of the petition, over the signature of Mrs. Bertha 
Marshall. Will you examine the signature and state whether or 
not it is your genuine signature ? 


( 
] 
] 
§ 
t 


COMMUNISM IN SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA AREA 151 


Mrs. Marsua.u. I decline to answer on grounds previously stated. 

Mr. TavenneR. Are you now actively engaged in political work at 
the instance of the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. MarsHAL. I decline to answer on grounds pees stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you been instructed or directed by your 
Communist Party unit or any functionary of the Communist Party 
to keep your Communist Party identity a secret? 

Mrs. MarsHatu. I decline to answer on grounds previously stated. 

Mr. TaveNnER. How long have you lived in California? 

Mrs. MarsHatu. I decline to state on grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you not as early as 1943 a member of the 
Mid Town Section of the Communist Party in Los Angeles? 

Mrs. MarsHatu. I decline to answer this question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. TaveNNER. Were you not the membership director of this sec- 
tion cf the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. MarsHatt. I decline to state, to answer this question on grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. TavenNeR. Were you a member of the Communist Party in 
April of 1957? 

rs. MarsHay. I decline to answer this question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you a member of the Communist Party now? 

Mrs. Marswatt. I decline to answer this question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Movtper. I have forgotten whether or not the question was 
asked as to where you were born. I do ask you that question. In what 
country were you born? 

Mr. Marswat. That has already been asked and answered. 

Mr. Movutper. Rumania. I have this question to ask, too. Have 
you conferred with any person or persons, other than your counsel, 
after having been te a with a subpena, as to how you would or 
should conduct yourself as a witness when appearing before this 
committee ? 

Mrs. MarsHatt. I decline to answer on grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Movutper. My reason for asking that question is that there 
seems to be a concerted action on the part of most all of the witnesses 
who have been subpenaed to refuse any and all questions regardless 
of whether or not their refusal under the Constitution is a reasonable 
refusal, is being used in good faith. 

The Cuatrman. That is all. 

Mr. Marsuatt. Mr. Chairman, the witness objects to her name bein 
released to the press as having a red before this committee an 
likewise objects to any résumé o se testimony being given to the 


press and objects to any information being given as to the position 
she took in this hearing. We do not intend to give our name to the 
press, nor do we intend to tell the press anything that occurred in 
this room. 

The CHarmman. You should see what happened yesterday, Mr. 
Marshall. 

Mr. What happened, sir? 
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The Cuarman. A witness, before he came in here, gave to the press 
a statement and then came in and testified. He had already given the 
statement to the press. 

Mr. MarsHaty, We have not given a statement. 

Mr. Tavenner. His statement appeared in the public press before 
he testified. 

Mr. Marsuau. We do not know to whom you refer. It is not us. 

The Cuarrman. We have been trying to the best of our ability to 
see to it that people do not get into nasty situations. We are not 
getting too much cooperation. 

Mr. Marsnaty. You are getting it from this witness. She does 
not want her name released. She will not release it. She does not 
want it discussed with the press at all. 

The Cuarrman. When she walks out, she is going to see some news- 


paper people. 

Mr. pon She is not going to say anything tothem. 

The Cuarrman. Someone knows her. Someone will recognize her. 

Mr. MarsHatu. We will say nothing, and that is all there is to it. 

The Cuarmman. All right. 

(Baetoee present : Representatives Walter and Moulder.) 

Brief recess. ) 

The Cuarrman. Raise your right hand, please, young lady. Do you 
swear the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mrs. Henrickson. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF ELLIE HENRICKSON, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
DAN MARSHALL 


Mr. TavenneER. Will youstate your name, please? 

Mrs. Henrickson. Ellie Henrickson. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is that your married name? 

(The witness confers with her vet mgd 

— I think first you had better spell your name for the 
record. 

Mrs. Henrickson. My last name? 

Mr. Tavenner. Both names. 

Mrs. Henrickson. It’s E-]-]-i-e H-e-n-r-i-c-k-s-o-n. 

Mr. Tavenner. Now my question is whether or not that is your 
married name. 

(The witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mr. Moutper. May I interrupt the counsel and witness? Will you 
reframe that question? Is that Mrs, or Miss? 

Mrs. Henrickson. It is Mrs. 

Mr. Tavenner. What was your maiden name? 

Mrs. Henrickson. Mr. Chairman, I am going to decline to answer 
this question on the following grounds: First of all, by reason of the 
first amendment, which states that Congress shall make no law abridg- 
ing freedom of speech or of press or the right of the people to peaceably 
assemble. 

I am also declining to answer this question based on the fourth 
amendment of the Constitution, which gives me the right to be secure 
in my house and papers from the kind of unreasonable search and 
seizure by this committee. 
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I am also declining based on my rights under the fifth amendment 
of the Constitution which forbids the committee to compel me to be 
a witness against myself and to deprive me of my liberty and property 
and the right to earn a livelihood without due process of law. I would 
like to make it very clear that this is an amendment which protects 
the innocent and that I am not feeling that I am hiding anything. I 
do not feel guilty, but I do feel that under the atmosphere that has 
been created here I could, in answering this question, could tend to 
incriminate me. 

I would also like to decline this question based under my righis of 
the sixth amendment of the Constitution, which requires this com- 
mittee to confront me with any witnesses who might accuse me of any 
wrongdoing. Iam not aware of any wrongdoing. 

I would also like to decline under the ninth amendment of the Con- 
stitution, which forbids this committee or Congress from denying or 
disparaging any of the rights that are retained by the people, including 
all the rights under the Constitution. 

I would also like to decline under the 10th amendment of the Con- 
stitution, which forbids this committee from proceeding with any in- 
quiry which deals with powers that are reserved to the people. 

Finally, I would like to decline based on lack of pertinency. I can- 
not see where this question is pertinent since the committee has not 

iven me any understanding as to the basis for this inquiry, to make 
it clear beyond a reasonable doubt as to what the inquiry deals with. 
T cannot see how this question is pertinent. 

Mr. Tavenner. May I have a direction that she answer the question ? 

The Cuatrman. I direct the witness to answer. 

Mr. Marsuaty. Just a minute, Mr. Tavenner. She may not have 
finished her answer. 

Mrs. Henrickson, I would like to restate the question of perti- 
nency, that this question lacks pertinency and this committee has not 
given me or made available to me any knowledge which conceivably 
could make this inquiry and this question pertinent with that degree 
of explicitness and clarity required by the due process clause. 

The power of this committee is not unlimited. It has no general 
authority to expose the private affairs of individuals simply for the 
sake of exposure. This investigation is unrelated to any legislative 
purpose. It is beyond the power conferred upon the Congress under 
the Constitution. 

The committee has not made clear with undisputable clarity the 
subject matter of this inquiry. It is the duty of the committee upon 
my objection on the ground of pertinency to state for the record the 
subject under inquiry and the manner in which ‘this question is 
pertinent. 

I further demand that this explanation must be meaningful and 
must describe what the topic under inquiry is, and the connective 
reasoning of why the question now asked relates to it. 

The CHarrman. Mrs. Henrickson 

Mr. Marswauy. Mr. Chairman, would you wait just a moment? I 
think there might be more to the answer. 

The CHarrman. You just go on and read all that material that 
your lawyer has given you and then be ready to answer the question. 

Mrs. Henrickson. I did not quite understand. 
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Mr. MarsHatt. May the reporter read what you said ? 

The Cuatrman. When you are ready to answer the question, let 
me know, will you, please? I will wait here. 

Mr. Marsuaui. The witness has completed her answer. 

The CHamman. You haven’t been asked any question except as 
to your identity. This question was asked for the purpose of mak- 
ing it abundantly clear in the record who it is that we are about to 
interrogate. So I direct you to answer the question as to your 
maiden name. 

Mr. MarsHary. Will it be agreed, Mr. Chairman, that if the witness 
declines to answer any further questions, including the pending one, 
she will be deemed to have declined upon all of the grounds she has 
just stated ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. Let the record show that in the event the 
witness declines to answer any questions, the reasons are the ones 
she read from the paper before her when she was first asked the 
question. 

Mr. Moutprer. She was directed by the Chair to answer the question. 

Mr. TavenNer. Yes. 

(The witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mr. Mouwper. Counsel asked her what her maiden name was. She 
has not responded to that question. 

Mrs. Henrickson. I am the person who has been subpenaed and I 
think this has established my identity. I will refuse to answer this 
question further on the grounds that I have already stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. The witness has placed another condition to her 
refusal to answer, so I think the record ought to show another clear 
direction for her to answer. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. She was directed, and she just declined to 
answer. What was her maiden name, Mr. Tavenner ? 

Mr. Tavenner. I would like to find out from her if her maiden 
name was Ellie Gutman, who was born on February 26, 1922, in 
Munich, Germany. 

Mr. Marsuatt, Is that a question ? 

Mr. TavENNER. Yes, sir. 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Henrickson. I am declining to answer this question on the 
grounds I have previously stated. 

Mr. Mouwper. May I ask just one question ? 

In your reasons for not answering that question you referred 
to provisions of the Constitution which you claim the _pro- 
tection of, innocent persons, and you referred to yourself as being 
an Innocent person. In your reasons for claiming the protection of 
the fifth amendment, as I recall, you stated that the answer to the 
question may tend to incriminate or subject you to criminal prosecu- 
tion. How can you be consistent in claiming on the one hand that 
the statement which you have read, the reasons stated for the pro- 
tection of yourself as an innocent person, and at the same time claim 
the provision of the fifth amendment ? 

Mrs. Henrickson. I would simply—— 

(The witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Henrickson. As far as I know, I think this is a question of 
record, there have been times when innocent people have been subject. 
to prosecution, so I would not answer the question. 
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Further, I will not answer the question based on the grounds that I 
have previously stated. 

Mr. Movutper. When did you come to this country from Munich, 
Germany 

Mrs. Ciaemmaeon. I decline to answer this question on the grounds 
I previously stated. 

Mr. Moutper. Are you a naturalized citizen? 

Mrs. Henrickson. [ am. 

Mr. Movutper. And where were you naturalized or admitted as a 
citizen ? 

(The witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Henrickson. I decline to answer this question based on the 
reasons I have previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you the same person as Ellie Gutman who was 
naturalized in San Francisco, Calif., by decree of the court on June 
5, 1944? 

Mrs. Henrickson. I decline to answer this question based on the 
reasons I have previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Communist Party on 
June 5, 1944? 

Mrs. Henrickson. I decline to answer this question based on the 
reasons I have previously stated. 

Mr. Movtprr. May I specifically ask you, in those reasons that you 
have stated, you claimed the protection under the fifth amendment of 
the Constitution ? 

Mrs. Henrickson. I claim the protection of all the grounds I have 
previously stated. 

Mr. Movuvper. Including the fifth amendment ? 

Mrs. Henrickson. Including the fifth amendment, all the grounds. 

Mr. Moutper. Do you fear that if you answer that question truth- 
fully it may tend to incriminate vou or subject you to prosecution ? 

Mr. Marsuaut. A word or two was blotted out. May I have the 
reporter repeat it ? 

fr. Mouuper. I asked if she truthfully answered the question, does 
she fear that the answer might supply evidence or information which 
might subject her to criminal prosecution. 

, The witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Henrickson. I decline to answer based on the grounds I have 
previously stated. 

Mr. Moutper. I believe, Mr. Chairman, that she is certainly com- 
pelled to use good faith in claiming the provisions in refusing to 
answer the question and has to show good fnith in so doing, and that 
is not evidence of good faith by declining to answer the question 
as to whether or not she is in good faith claiming the provisions 
of the Constitution in refusing to answer the question. 

Mr. Marsnaun. Is there a question pending or was that just an 
observation of the gentleman ? 

Mr. Moutper. It was my observation, and I request the chairman to 
direct the witness to answer that question which I have asked her. 

(The witness confers with her counsel.) 

The Cuarrman. You are directed to answer the question. 

Mrs. Henrickson. In good faith IT decline to answer based on my 
rights under the Constitution as previously stated. 
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Mr. Movrper. You have not stated whether or not you actually fear 
prosecution if you truthfully answer the question. 

Mrs. Henrickson. I am basing myself on all the rights that are 
guaranteed me under the Constitution. 

The Crratrwan. Mrs. Henrickson, when did you come to the United 
States? 

Mrs. Henrickson. Tamsorry. I did not hear the question. 

The CoarrMan. When did you come to the United States? 

Mrs. Henrickson. This is the same question, and I decline to 
answer. 

The CuatrmMan. No, it is not the same question. 

Mr. Marsuatt. Was the question withdrawn ? 

The Cuareman. I will withdraw it. 

Mr. Marsnaty. The question is withdrawn. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is your present address 5068 West 20th Street, Los 
Angeles? 

Mrs. Henrickson. I will answer this by saying that I live at the 
address that is mentioned in my subpena. T will decline to answer this 
question on my constitutional rights as previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is your hushand’s name Stanley William Hen- 
rickson ? 

Mrs. Tlenrickson. When TIT mentioned my grounds, T pointed out 
that this was an unlawful infringement on my personal rights. I 
will not involve any other person in this, and I will further decline 
to answer this question based on my constitutional rights as previously 
stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you live at Everett in the State of Washington 
prior to your coming to California? 

Mrs. Henrickson. I am declining to answer this question based on 
my rights under the Constitution as previously stated. 

Mr. TAvenner. Tn the course of hearings in Seattle, Wash., in June 
of 1954, Barbara Hartle, second in command in the Communist Party 
in the State of Washington, testified freelv before this committee after 
she had been convicted and sentenced in the Smith Act case from 
that area. In the course of her testimony she was asked this question : 

Will you proceed now to give us the names of persons whom you recall, from 
your personal knowledge, who were members of the Communist Party in other 


regions and in other section organizations of the Communist Party in the State 
of Washington? 


Tn the course of her answer. she stated this: 


Ellie Henderson, wife of Stan Henderson, whom I knew as a member and 
officer of the Everett Section of the Communist Party. 

Was Barbara Hartle correct in identifying you as a member of the 
Communist Party of Everett, Wash. ? 

_ Mrs, Henrickson. I decline to answer this question based on my 
rights under the Constitution as previously stated. In addition, I 
want to repeat the question of lack of pertinency since this is a ques- 
tion of Los Angeles. 

The CHarmman. Mr. Tavenner, I am confused about the names. 
Is it Henderson or Henrickson ? 
Mr. Tavenner. The spelling of her name as she gave it was Hen- 


rickson, 
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Mr. MarsHati. How does the reporter have it ? 

Mr. Tavenner. That is certainly more than a delaying action. 

The CuarrmMan. How do you pe | your name? 

Mrs. Henrickson. H-e-n-r-i-c-k-s-o-n. 

Mr. Tavenner. But the spelling as given by Mrs. Hartle or as it is 
in the record is H-e-n-d-e-r-s-o-n. 

The CHarrman. Let’s get that clarified. Do you know this woman, 
Barbara Hartle 

Mrs. Henrickson. I decline to answer this question under my con- 
stitutional rights as previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Chairman, to clarify the matter of spelling, I 
notice at the bottom of page 6180 of the committee's record there is a 
note referring to Stan Henderson as follows: 


Identified on page 6149 as same individual as Stanley William Hendrickson. 


The CHarmman. How is that spelled / 

Mr. TavenneER. H-e-n-d-r-i-c-k-s-o-n. 

The CHarrman. You have no “d” in your name? 

Mrs. Henrickson. No, I don’t. 

The Cuarrman. Are these the same individuals? 

Mr. Tavenner. That is what I am trying to find out. I think there 
is enough in this record to clarify it. 1 will goa little further with it. 

On page 6149 of the record of the committee this question was asked 
by Mr. Kunzig: 

Are there any others, please? 

Mrs. Hartie. Stan Henrickson, I believe it is. 

Mr. Kunzic. H-e-n-r-i-c-k-s-o-n? 

Mrs. HaktLe. Yes, that is correct. In my communication with him formerly 
I had used the name Henderson and had never been corrected by him, but I have 
reason to believe that his name is Henrickson now. 

That is why I asked this witness whether or not she was the wife of 
Stanley William Henrickson. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. TavenneR. Which she refused to answer. Did you live in 
Everett, Wash. ? 

Mrs. Henrickson. I decline to answer this question based on my 
rights under the Constitution as previously stated. 

r. TAVENNER. What is your husband’s name? 

Mrs. Henrickson. It is the same question, and I am giving the same 
answer. 

Mr. Mouupver. May | inquire, Mr. Chairman ¢ 

Are you married now ? 

Mrs. Henrickson. I decline to answer this question based on my 
constitutional rights as I have previously stated them. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you a member of the Zapata Section of the 
Communist Party in Los Angeles? 

Mrs. Henrickson. I decline to answer this » symamen based on my 
rights under the Constitution as previously stated. 

‘Mr. TAVENNER. I do not believe I have asked you your occupation. 


What is your occupation ¢ 

Mrs. Henrickson. I decline to answer this question based on my 
rights under the Constitution. 

‘Mr. Tavenner. Aren’t you a social worker? 
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Mrs. Henrickson. This is the same er, and I decline to answer 
it based on the grounds I have previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Aren’t you employed at the Council of Jewish 
Women, 615 South Manhattan Place, Tos Angeles, under the name of 
Ellie Goodman ¢ 

Mrs. Henrickson. I am the person who was subpenaed on my job. 
I refuse to answer the question any further based on my rights under 
the Constitution as previously stated. 

Mr. TavenNeER. When you were subpenaed on your job, were you 
using the name of Ellie Goodman? 

Mrs. Henrickson. I decline to answer this question based on my 
rights under the Constitution as I have rs Boea: stated. 

r. TavENNER. What reason do you have for concealing your true 
name 

(The witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Henrickson. I decline to answer this question based upon my 
rights under the Constitution as previously stated. 

Mr. Tavennek. The committee’s investigation reflects that you were 
a delegate to the convention of the Southern California District of the 
Communist Party held in Los Angeles on April 13 and 14, 1957. Is 
this information correct 4 

Mrs. Henrickson. This is the same kind of a question you have 
asked before. It invades my rights under the Constitution, and I 
decline to answer it based on the grounds I have previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is it not a fact you came to Los Angeles to make it 
the place of your permanent residence sometime during the year 1955? 

rs. Henrickson. I decline to answer this question based upon my 
rights under the Constitution as previously stated. 

on TAVENNER. Are you a member of the Communist Party at this 
time 

Mrs. Henrickson. I decline to answer this question based upon my 
rights under the Constitution as I have previously stated them. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you know whether a person by the name of 
Stanley William Henrickson, the same spelling as you gave for your 
name, was called as a witness on June 17, 1954, in Seattle, Wash. ? 
That is, as a witness before this committee ? 

Mrs. Henrickson. Mr. Chairman, all these questions violate my 
right to free speech and to association as guaranteed to me under the 
Constitution. I decline to answer this question based upon my rights, 
my constitutional rights as previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions. 

Mr. Moutper. Mr. Chairman, may [ask the witness a question ? 

I want to ask the witness if you care or if you wish to make any 
clarification of any answer or responses to questions which you have 
given. 

Mrs. Henrickson. Mr. Chairman, would you explain what you 
mean by this question? Iam really not clear about it. 

Mr. Moutprer. There seems to be some confusion about your name 
or whether or not you were going under any name other than the 
name under which you were subpenaed. I wondered whether or not 
you have any statement you wish to make to clarify or explain. 

Mrs. Henrickson. I will let the record speak for itself, 

The Cuairman. All right. 
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Mr. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Do you have another witness ? 

Mr. Yes. Mukes, 

This witness objects to her name being given to the press. 

Mr. Tavenner. May I suggest, inasmuch as I am going to call his 
three witnesses successively, that he make those announcements 
at the end of all of them rather than taking up all the time that is 
being taken up with stating the same thing separately three times? 

The Cuarrman. As far as we can control it, Mr. Marshall, we will 
do that. 

Mr. Marsuaty. The previous witness was Mrs. Bertha Marshall. 

The Cuamman. What is the name of this witness? 

Mr. Marswau. As stated in the subpena. 

Mrs. Henrickson. Any name. 

Mr. Marsuatt. In other words, we object to any name being used 
for this witness appearing before the committee, and we object to any 
statement being made as to the nature of her answers here. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you desire to make the same statement regarding 
your next witness? I have agreed to call next Fay Mukes. 

Mr. MarsnHatu. Yes; we do, Mr. Tavenner. 

The Cuamrman. Will you raise your right hand? Do you swear the 
testimony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mrs. Muxes. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF FAY KOVNER MUKES, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
DAN MARSHALL 


Mr. Tavenner. Will you state your name, please? 

Mrs. Muxes. Fay Kovner Mukes. 

Mr. TaveNNeER. Miss or Mrs. ? 

Mrs. Muxes. I refuse to answer on the grounds of the Ist, 4th, 5th, 
6th, 9th, 10th amendments of the Bill of Rights and the lack of per- 
tinency. This question lacks pertinency. This committee has not 
given me or made available to me any knowledge which conceivably 
makes this inquiry pertinent with that degree of explicity and clarity 

uired by the due process clause. 
he power of this committee is not unlimited. It has no general 
authority to expose the private affairs of individuals simply for the 
sake of exposure. This investigation is unrelated to any legislative 
urpose, being beyond the power conferred upon the er, 8 by the 
Canutintion This committee has not made it appear with undisput- 
able clarity the subject matter of this inquiry. It is the duty of the 
committee upon my present objection on the grounds of pertinency to 
state the subject matter under inquiry and the manner in which this 
question is pertinent. 

I further demand that this explanation must be meaningful and 
must describe what the topic of the inquiry is and whereby the ques- 
tion now asked relates to it. 

Mr. Marsuatt. Will it be stipulated, Mr. Chairman, that if the wit- 
ness declines to answer any further questions she will be deemed to 
have declined to so answer upon each, all, and every of the grounds 
that she has now stated ? 
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The Cramman. It will be understood that the reasons for not 
answering the questions are those that she read from a piece of 
paper when she was asked whether or not she was married. Proceed. 

r. Tavenner. Are you not a sister of Julius Kovner, who has 
testified here earlier today ? 

Mrs. Muxes. I refuse on the grounds previously stated. 

i an TAVENNER. Were you born on April 10, 1924, in New York 
it 

Mrs. Mckes. I decline to answer on the grounds stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Your occupation is that of a legal secretary; is it 
not? 

Mrs. Mouxes. I decline to answer on the same grounds as previously 
ven. 
" Mr. Tavenner. Your address is 2001 South Curson, Los Angeles? 
Isn’t that correct ? 

Mrs. Moxes. I decline on the same reasons previously given. 

Mr. Moviper. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the witness this ques- 
tion: Would you answer any question er to you by counsel ? 

(The witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mr. Moutper. That is a question I am asking you. 

(The witness confers with her counsel. ) 

Mrs. Mvuxes. I would answer all proper questions, but I would 
decline on any improper questions. 

Mr. Moutper. I am trying to think of some question that you will 
answer. AsI recall, Mr. Tavenner asked you your name. Have you 
given your name? 

Mrs. Muxes. Yes. 

Mr. Movutper. What was it ? 

Mrs. Muxes. Fay Kovner Mukes. 

Mr. Movutper. Then he asked you if it was Miss or Mrs. [I still 
don’t understand your name. 

Mrs. Mukes. Fay. My first name is Fay. 

Mr. Movutper. And the last name? 

Mrs. Muxes. Kovner Mukes. 

Mr. Moutper. How do you spell that? 

Mrs. Muxes. K-o-v-n-e-r M-u-k-e-s. They are two separate names. 

Mr. Moutper. Kovner Mukes. 

Mrs. Muxes. Right. 

Mr. Movtprr. I ask you, is it Miss or Mrs. Fay Kovner Mukes? 

Mrs. Muxes. I decline to answer on the grounds that I previously 
mentioned. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Communist Party in No- 
vember 1952? 

cg Moxrs. I refuse to answer on the same ground previously 
cited. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Chairman, I offer in evidence a thermofax copy 
of an article appearing in the November 27, 1952, issue of Los Angeles 
Herald-Express. The caption of the article is, “State Probe Here 
Bares Red Plot to eet t £. Housing. Solons Reveal Proof of Red 
Housing Plot.” Task that it be marked “Mukes Exhibit No. 1.” 

The Cuarrman. Make it a part of the record. 

(Document marked “Mukes Exhibit No. 1.” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 
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Mr. Tavenner. In the last paragraph of the article the following 
statement is made: 


A former employe, Fay Kovner, a CHA clerk under Green until 1950, was de- 
scribed by the committee as an unfriendly witness. She refused to answer nearly 


every question put to her, including one as to whether her brother’s name was 
Julius. 


Will you examine the last paragraph and state whether or not you 
are the Fay Kovner referred to? 


= Muxes. I decline to answer on the same grounds I previously 
stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a clerk in the City Housing Administra- 
tion in or prior to 1952? 

cay Mukxes. I decline to answer on the same grounds as previously 
stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a delegate to the Los Angeles County 
convention of the Communist Party on January 5 and 6, 1957? 

Mrs. Muxes. I refuse to answer on the grounds previously cited. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee has information that you were a 
delegate to the Southern California District convention of the Com- 
munist Party held on April 13 and 14, 1957. Is this correct ? 

oo Muxes. I refuse to answer on the same grounds previously 
cited. 

Mr. TAvENNER. Were you a delegate to that convention ? 

Mrs. Muxes. I refuse on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Has any convention been held of the Southern Cali- 
fornia District of the Communist Party since April 13, 1957, to your 
knowledge ? 

Mrs. Moxes. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. In the report made by Dorothy Healey, at the con- 
vention of April 13 and 14, 1957, great stress was laid by her upon the 
work of Communist Party members in mass organizations. Did you, 


after that date, engage in any Communist Party work in mass organ- 
izations at the direction of the Communist Party ? 


Mrs. Muxes. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 


Mr. Taverner. Hadn't you been engaged in work of that character 
prior to that date? 


Mrs. Muxes. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 
Mr. Tavenner. Weren’t you a member of the Civil Rights Con- 


gress here in Los Angeles and took active part in the work of that 


rs. Muxers. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 
Mr. Tavenner. Weren't you appointed on September 8, 1955, as 
chairman of the Echo Park Branch of the Civil Rights Congress? 
Mrs. Muxes. I refuse to answer on the same esl 
Mr. Tavenner. Did you participate at the instance of any Commu- 


po ~— unit or functionary in the work of the Labor Youth 
eague 


rs. Muxes. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 
Mr. TavenNer. Did you not hold membership in the Labor Youth 


? 
rs. Mugs. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 


Mr. Tavenner. Our information is that you were not in attendance 
at a meeting on July 27, 1958, of the District Council of the Commu- 
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nist Party here in Los Angeles, but were you officially informed in 
your section of the Communist Party as to what transpired at that 
meeting ? 

a, I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Communist Party on 
July 27, 1958? 

Mrs. Muggs. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you a member of the Communist Party now? 

Mrs. Muxes. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions. 

Mr. Moutper. Are you a citizen of the United States? 

(The witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Muxes. I decline on the same basis, same grounds as pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Movutper. Are you a member of any organization which advo- 
cates the overthrow of our Government by force and violence? 

Mrs. Muxes. I decline on the same grounds. 

Mr. Moutper. Do you have any knowledge or information concern- 
ing the activities of any person advocating the overthrow of our 
Government by force and violence? 

Mrs. Mouxes. I decline on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was the place of your birth New York City? 

Mrs. Muxes. I decline on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. When did you first come to California? 

Mrs. Muxes. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions. 

The Cuamman. Will you raise your right hand, please? Do you 
swear the testimony you are about to give shall be the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mrs. Lusuer. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF ROSEMARY LUSHER, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
JOHN T. McTERNAN 


Mr. Tavenner. Will you state your name, please? 

Mrs. Lusuer. Rosemary Lusher. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you have a middle name? 

Mrs. Lusuer. No. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is not a part of your name Rosemary Haskell 
Lusher ? 
Phas Lusuer. Well, I think that I will have to refuse to answer 

a 

Mr. Tavenner. You have to refuse to tell your name? 

Mrs. Lusuer. I believe I told you my name. 

Mr. Tavenner. Miss or Mrs. ? 

Mrs. Lusuer. Mrs. 

Mr. Moutper. May I ask, Mr. Chairman, if she would state her 
full name. 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes. 

Mrs. Lusuer. I did state my name. 

Mr. Tavenner. But you did not state your full name, as the Con- 
gressman indicated. 

Mrs. Lusrer. That is my full name, Rosemary Lusher. 
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Mr. TavenneER. Will counsel accompanying the witness please iden- 
tify himself for the record ? 

r. McTernan. Surely. My name is John T. McTernan, of the 
firm of Margolis, McTernan and Branton, 112 West 9th Street, Los 
Angeles 15, Galif 

r. TAVENNER. Is your husband’s name Bernard Lusher? 

(The witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Lusuer. I am sorry. Would you ask me the question again ? 

Mr. TavenneR. Is your husband’s name Bernard Lusher? 

Mrs. Lusuer. Yes, it is. 

Mr. Tavenner. What was your maiden name? 

Mrs. Lusuer. Well, Counsel, I am sorry. How do I address you? 

Mr. Tavenner. You need not address me at all if you don’t like. 
Just answer the question. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Tavenner. 

Mrs. Lusuer. You are Mr. Tavenner. I am quite willing to call 
you Mr. Tavenner. I would like to know what the point of your line 
of questioning is because I don’t really see the pertinency at this 
moment. 

Mr. Tavenner. At this moment it is to properly identify you. 

Mrs. Lusuer. I believe that the name Rosemary Lusher will prop- 
erly identify me. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you the same person as Rosemary Wylde? 

Mrs. Lusuer. Well, Counsel, you know, I would again like to know 
what the pertinency of the question is. 

Mr. TAvENNER. May Ihave the direction that the witness answer ? 

The Cuairman. You are directed to answer the question. We are 
trying to identify you so there will be no question about who you are 
for the record. 

Mrs. Lusuer. I believe that my name does identify me sufficiently. 
Since you have directed me to answer the question, then I feel that 
perhaps at this point I should indicate to you why I cannot answer 
this particular question. 

I have given a lot of thought to this problem since I received the 
subpena a month ago, and I really don’t know whether to try to say 
what I am going to say to you or not, because it is really kind of a 
question of trying to communicate between people, and I don’t know 
if you want to understand what I am trying tosay. I don’t even know 
if you really fully understand what you do to people when you issue 
these subpenas to them and bring them in like this. 

Mr. Tavenner. This is not responsive to the question at all. 

Mrs. Lusuer. The torture pee put them through. I want to be 
responsive to the question and I am explaining why I can’t answer this 
question to you. 

You see, I feel that when you bring people in like this, against their 
will, in effect you are trying to compel us, you are trying to compel 
me to deny my own right as a free American citizen to be a free 
American citizen, and the only way you can deny it is if you don’t 
understand me, if you don’t try to understand what I believe and what 
Isay. If I have done anything wrong, then I believe you know that 
[ should be tried in a court. 

Congressman Doyle, who is on this committee, has said that when 
you are called before this committee you are thereby convicted. I 
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believe that this is not right. When you do this to me and to these 
other people, you can only do it if you deny—— 

The Cuarrman. No one is being convicted of anything. You are 
not charged with anything. We are making an inquiry for reasons 
that are perfectly apparent. You have been asked a very simple 
question. I direct you to answer the question. 

Mrs. Lusuer. What are the reasons that are so apparent to you, 
that are not apparent to me? 

The Cuatmman. We are endeavoring to draft legislation that is 
designed to protect the unwary from enlisting in causes either Com- 
munist-inspired or Communist-dominated, and there are a great many 
well-meaning people who become connected with organizations having 
vo Ngaaaaaaa purposes which are actually nothing but Communist 

ronts. 

In order to preserve this form of government that they appear to be 
so deeply interested in, we feel it is necessary to legislate in order to 
protect people not as intelligent as you obviously are. So now we are 
asking you some preliminary questions so we know who you are. 

You are not charged with anything. No one is going to be charged 
with anything. 

Mr. Tavenner. I might say, Mr. Chairman, I am confident that the 
witness has misinterpreted any statement Mr. Doyle may have made 
on that subject. 

The Cuaran. Of course. Go ahead and ask the question. What 
was the question, Mr. Tavenner? 

Mr. Tavenner. Would you read the question, please ? 

Mrs. Lusurr. As I say, I feel that I have to refuse to answer this 
question, first of all, on what T believe deeply is an important ethical 
and moral ground. 

The CHatrMan. What question are you not answering ? 

Mrs. Lusner. Well, I believe he wanted to know—what did you 
want to know? You want to know if the name I was born with was 
Wylde? 

The Cuamman. Now you are declining to answer a question. What 
question are you declining? 

Mrs. Lusuerr. This is the question, isn’t it? 

The Cuarrman. What is it? 

Mrs. Lusurr. Maybe counsel would repeat it so I don’t say it in- 
correctly. 

The Cuarrman. You are declining to answer something. What are 
you declining to answer ? 

(The witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Lusuer. Well, I shall have to refuse. The question, as my 
counsel informs me, was whether I was known as Rosemary Wylde, and 
as I said, I am going to have to refuse to answer on this, what I con- 
sider this ethical and moral ground, that this committee, by bringing 
people in against their will is denying our basic human rights and is 
treating us as something less, as subhuman, in such a way that we have 
to, if we want to maintain our own belief in the dignity of the indi- 
vidual, we have to decline to cooperate. 

Of course, beyond those grounds, I have to also decline to answer 
on the grounds of the first amendment of the Bill of Rights, which for- 
bids the committee to abridge my freedom of speech and press, my 
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political beliefs and associations and assembly and inquiry; on the 
grounds of the fourth amendment of the Bill of Rights, which makes 
me secure in my home and free from unreasonable search and seizure ; 
on the grounds of the fifth amendment of the Bill of Rights, which 
prevents this committee from attempting to compel me to Se a witness 
against myself, and attempts to deprive me of my liberty and property 
and the right to earn a livelihood without due process of law. This is 
an amendment which protects the innocent, oa of course, as you have 
said, I and not charged with anything, and I therefore assume that 
you know, as I know, that Iam innocent. And by the use of the fifth 
amendment I am not admitting to any guilt of any kind. 

The Cuarrman. Why did you make that statement ? 

Mrs. Lusner. Because I was very-—— 

(The witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Lusuer. I will continue with my grounds. 

On the ground of the sixth amendment of the Bill of Rights, which 
provides that you should confront me, if you wish to, with any per- 
sons with whom you are accusing me of any wrongdoing. 

And the ninth amendment of the Bill of Rights, which forbids the 
denying of any of the rights retained by the people, such as the rights 
that are guaranteed in the first, the fourth, the fifth, and the sixth 
amendments. And the 10th amendment of the Bill of Rights, which 
forbids this committee from proceeding in to inquire, from dealing 
with any powers that are reserved to the people. 

And, oF course, on the ground which I had mentioned before, on the 
question of pertinency, since I really cannot see that the inquiry that 
you are conducting with me has genuine pertinency which would lead 
to legislation such as you have indicated, since I believe that the recent 
ruling of the Supreme Court has held that legislation which has been 
passed in the area which you have defined was not valid. 

So that I believe that—I find it hard to believe that this investigation 
can be conducted for the purposes of genuine legislation which will 
not be legislation which will be unconstitutional. 

The Coarrman. Ask another question. 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes, sir. Were you born in Vermilion, Alberta, 
Canada? 

(The witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Lusuer. I am sorry, Mr. Tavenner, but I am afraid that I shall 
— refuse to answer this question on all the grounds previously 
stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. May I have a direction that the witness answer ? 

The Cuarrman. You are directed to answer that question. It is 
merely for identification. 

Mrs. Lusuer. I am afraid that I shall have to decline on all the 
grounds, 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you decline? 

Mrs. Lusuer. On all the grounds that I have previously stated. 

The Cuarrman. All right, proceed. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are youa naturalized American citizen ? 

Mrs. Lusner. I am sorry, Mr. Tavenner, I shall have to refuse that 
question on all the grounds that I have previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you not naturalized as a citizen of the United 
States in Los Angeles on November 8, 1946? 
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Mrs. Lusuer. I am sorry, Mr. Tavenner, but I shall have to refuse 
to answer that question on all the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Communist Party on No- 
vember 8, 1946 ? 

Mrs. Lusuer. I am sorry, Mr. Tavenner, I shall have to refuse to 
answer that question on all the grounds that I have previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is your present address 3115 Minnesota Street, Los 
Angeles, Calif. 

rs. LUSHER. Well, I have no objection, since my subpena was 
served there, why, I am sure you know it. 

Mr. Tavenner. Thank you for answering that question. 

How long have you lived in Los Angeles? 

Mrs. Lusuer. Well, Mr. Tavenner, I don’t see the pertinency of this 

uestion, and I shall have to refuse to answer it on all the grounds 
that I have previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is your present occupation that of executive direc- 
tor of the American Russian Institute in Los Angeles? 

Mrs. Lusner. I am sorry, Mr. Tavenner, but I shall have to decline 
to answer that on the grounds previously stated—on all the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Chairman, I offer in evidence a thermofax copy 
of an announcement entitled, “Open House at the American Russian 
Institute, Monday, April 4, 1955, 102414 North Western Avenue, Los 
Angeles,” stating : 

Honor the retiring Executive Secretary, Reva Mucha. Welcome the new 
Executive Secretary, Rosemary Haskell. 

I ask that it be marked “Lusher Exhibit No. 1.” 

The Cuarrman. Isthere any connection ? 

Mr. Wueeter. That is her previous married name. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is it admitted ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

(Document marked “Lusher Exhibit No. 1” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you examine the document, please, and state 
whether or not you are the person mentioned as the new executive secre- 
tary of that organization ? 

The witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mr. Tavenner. May I inquire of counsel, Do you wish to have a 
longer period of time to confer with the witness? 

Mr. McTernan. Thank you, Mr. Counsel; I think we have just 
about concluded. 

(The witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mr. McTrrnan. Are you thinking of taking a luncheon recess at 
this time? 

The CuHatrrman. Have you any more questions, Mr. Tavenner? 

Mr. TavenneRr. Yes, sir; I have. 

Mr. McTernan. There is a question pending. 

The Cuatrman. Yes. Are you going to answer that question ? 

Mr. McTrrnan. We were discussing it. 

Mrs. Lusuer. Did you say that you wanted to take a luncheon 
recess 

Mr. Tavenner. No. I asked you a question. Would you please 
answer it ? 
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Mrs. Lusuer. Would you repeat the question ? 

Mr. TavenNneER. Read her the question. 

(The question was read.) 

Mrs. Lusuer. Mr. Tavenner, could I ask you what your line of 
questioning intends to be ? 

Mr. Tavenner. I am going to ask you regarding your knowledge 
of the Communist Party activities in the area of Los Angeles. 

Mrs. Lusuer. Mr. Tavenner, of course, I have already declined to, 
or I will decline to, answer any such questions. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you answer this question? I have asked this 
question. You have taken quite a considerable length of time. Will 
you please either answer it or refuse to answer. 

Mrs. Lusuer. Mr. Tavenner, when you say I have taken a consider- 
able length of time, I think you have to realize that I have taken 
considerable lengths of my time, too, and many other people, and you 
have to, I think, realize what you know the effeet——- 

The Cuatrman. Answer the question, please. 

Mr. TavenneER. Just please answer the question. 

Mrs. Lusuer. I am afraid I have to decline to answer the question 
on.all the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Communist Party on 
April 4, 1955? 

Mrs. Lusuer. I am sorry, I have to decline to answer the question 
on all the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Chairman, I offer in evidence a photostatic copy 
of a letter on the stationery of the American Russian Institute bearing 
ny of April 28, 1958, and ask that it be marked “Lusher Exhibit 
No. 2. 

The Coarrman. Make it a part of the record. 

(Document marked “Lusher Exhibit No. 2” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Tavenner. This letter indicates that it is over the signature of 
a person by the name of Rosemary Haskell, executive secretary. Will 
you examine the document, please, and state whether or not the signa- 
ture there is your signature or that you signed the name “Rosemary 
Haskell” 

Mrs. Lusuer. I see that this letter is relating to—— 

Mr. Tavenner. I asked the witness no question regarding the content 
of the letter. 4 question was whether or not she signed it. 

Mrs. Lusner. Have you read the letter? 

The Did: you sign that letter 

Mrs. Lusner. Well, lam afraid that I have to decline to answer that 
question, but in declining I would : 

The Crairman. All right. You declined to answer the question. 
Ask another question. 

Mrs. Lusner. I would like to state my grounds first. 

The Cuatrman. It is understood the grounds are those that you 
read from the piece of paper. You don’t have to read it again. 

Mrs. Lusuer. No, but I would like to add to my grounds that: I have 
yorereny stated because I feel that this letter reflects the official State 

epartment policy on cultural exchange between our country and the 


Soviet Union, a policy that I believe the State Department is proud of 
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and feels is going to help to prevent war and, we hope, lead to better 
understanding between America and the Soviet Union. 

The Cuatrman. We understand all of those things, and we are very 
careful to see to it that our foreign policy is not adversely affected 
The question is, Did you write the letter? 

Mrs. Lusuer. If 1 may state my grounds—— 

The Cuairman. Did you write it? 

Mrs. Lusuer. May I state my grounds for refusing to answer? 

The Cuarrman. Did you write it? And then you can state your 
grounds. Did you or didn’t you write the letter? 

Mrs. Lusuer. I would have to decline to state whether or not | 
wrote the letter or not, but I would like to state my grounds. 

Mr. TavenneER. Were you not the executive secretary of the Ameri- 
can Russian Institute in Los Angeles in April 1958? 

Mrs. Lusuer. Mr. Tavenner, I am going to have to decline to answer 

our question, and I would like to state my grounds for doing so. 
ould you like to see the letter? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mrs. Lusner. My constitutional rights guarantee me, I believe, 
freedom of association, and any activities which I might engage in 
are activities of which I am proud, which I don’t feel that you are 
genuinely inquiring into. 

Certainly this letter, which is to encourage people to buy tickets to 
see the Moiseyev Dancers, who, as you may en took Los Angeles 
and the United States by storm, had a tremendous success. 

The Cuairman. I saw it myself in Washington. 

Mrs. Lusner. How did you like it? 

The Cuatrman. That is immaterial. What difference does it make? 
You declined to answer for the reasons that you have given. 

Mrs. Lusuer. I have to decline to answer for all the reasons that | 
have previously stated, but I feel that it is important that in looking 
at the content of this letter-—— 

The Cuarrman. Do you want to come back this afternoon? I have 
a luncheon engagement. 

Mrs. Lusuer. I would be very happy to, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Do you have any more questions? 

Mr. Tavenner. Many. 

The Cuarrman. We will recess until 2 o’clock this afternoon. 

(Whereupon, at 12:15 p.m., the subcommittee recessed, to reconvene 
at 2 p.m. the same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION—THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 4, 1958 


(Members present at beginning of afternoon session were: Repre- 
sentatives Walter and Moulder.) 


TESTIMONY OF ROSEMARY LUSHER—Resumed 


Mr. Tavenner. Mrs. Lusher, at the time of the noon recess we were 
discussing the letter on the stationery of the American Russian Insti- 
tute dated April 28,1958. The name signed to that letter is Rosemary 
Haskell. ere you known by the name of Rosemary Haskell by a 
former marriage? 

Mrs. Lusner. Well, Mr. Tavenner, and Congressmen, I gave some 
thought during the lunch hour to your Seeiiine balads lunch time and 
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of course the letter that you showed me which was supporting the sale 
of tickets for the Moiseyev Dancers was sent out by the Hollywood 
Bowl Association at their request. And of course I felt and feel that 
this program that was, is expressed in this letter is something that is 
very worthwhile and I hesitated before lunch to discuss my own asso- 
ciation with the institute, with the American Russian Institute. 

However, I have decided that I will do so because the earlier 
remarks that I made to you, you know, when I first came in this morn- 
ing about the need for this committee to understand the witnesses that 
appear before them is something that I feel very strongly about. Now, 
maybe I am being naive and perhaps nothing I say will reach you. 
Maybe you have such a stereotype in your own minds toward the people 
who come before you that it is of no concern to you—you know, the 
effect that these hearings have on people. But I personally feel very 
strongly about it and you know I feel that you have a moral respon- 
sibility for what you do as I have a moral responsibility for what the 
position is that I take; and I feel that you know the people who have 
come before this committee and who have lost their jobs as a result of 
it, those who have committed suicide as a result of the pressure of 
such hearings as this are your responsibility. 

The Cuatrman. That is about enough of that. Whose moral re- 
sponsibility were you talking about in the Malibu Station some time 
ago? Don’t give me any lecture about any moral responsibilities. 

Mrs. Lusuer. So I would like to discuss, if I felt that I would get 
an understanding hearing here, the program of the institute. But 
perhaps I wouldn’t get an understanding hearing. 

Mr. TavenneER. I have asked no question about the program of the 
institute. 

The Cuarrman. What was your question ? 

Mr. Tavenner. My question was whether or not she has been 
known by the name of Rosemary Haskell as a result of a former 
marriage. 

Mrs. Lusuer. Well, I am sorry, but I believe that I shall have to 
decline to answer that question on all the grounds that I have pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. TavenneR. You mentioned earlier in your testimony that you 
were glad to give us your present adress. It is the address given on 
this letter of April 28, 1958, is it not; 3115 Minnesota Street ? 

confers with her counsel.) 

No response.) 

Mr. Tavenner. It is up at the top right-hand corner. 

Mrs. Lusuer. Mr. Tavenner, you know I believe that the document 
speaks for itself. 

Mr. Tavenner. Isn’t it a fact that on April 28, 1958, 3115 Minne- 
sota Street, Los Angeles, Calif., as given on this letterhead, was the 
address of your residence ? 

( Witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Lusuer. Well, that was my address and, as I said, as I stated, 
that I am prepared to talk about the program of the American Rus- 
sian Institute and my association with it, not in terms of naming any 
of the people who work with me in the institute, but I did work as 
executive secretary of the American Russian Institute. 

Mr. Tavenner. That is the question you refused all morning to 
answer. 
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Mrs. Lusuer. For 10 minutes. 

Mr. Tavenner. I am glad you have ge your mind about it. 
You have operated the American Russian Institute as its executive 
secretary from your home over a considerable period of time; have 
you not? 

Mrs. Lusuer. No; just since last summer. We had a library at 
102414 North Western and when we were no longer able to keep it 
open, financially, we actually closed it down and stored the books. 
The program of the institute is, and always has been since I have been 
associated with it, a nonpolitical one and an organization that has been 
interested in the program which is now the official program of our 
State Department, the question of cultural exchange between our 
country and the Soviet Union. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Communist Party from 
the time that you were elected the executive secretary of the American 
Russian Institute up until April 28, 1958, the date of the letter that 
I referred you to. 

Mrs. Lusuer. Mr. Tavenner, I must decline to answer that question 
on all the grounds that I have previously stated. I believe that the 
program of the American Russian Institute stands for itself, and 
since it is one, which in effect, our State Department has also endorsed, 
it is one which Chairman Allen of the University of California rec- 
ommended to the Rotarian meeting last January or February when 
Mr. Hearst spoke on his trip to the Soviet Union. Dr. Allen stood up 
and said that he felt that in addition to the very fine program that 
the State Department was carrying on for cultural exchange he also 
felt that person-to-person contact and individual responsibility in this 
field was very important. 

And I feel that this is what I have done in the institute while we 
have been operating. And I personally feel that it is genuinely in the 
welfare and interests of the people of this country and I would like 
to see many more people work in such a program, and I feel that to 
bring people in who try to do this, and threaten them, that the way 
that has been done with me doesn’t help matters any. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you also been active in the Civil Rights Con- 
gress of Southern California ? 

Mrs. Lusner. Well, I should decline to answer that question on all 
the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. I desire to offer in evidence a thermofax copy of a 
letter bearing date of October 8, 1954, on the stationery of The De- 
fender, whereon it is stated that The Defender is the official organ of 
the Civil Rights Congress of Southern California. May it be marked 
“usher Exhibit No. 3”? 

(Document marked “Lusher Exhibit No. 3” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Tavenner. I call your attention, Mrs. Lusher, to the signatures 
of three persons at the bottom of this letter which purport to be that 
of the editorial board. Will you examine it and state whether or 
not you see the name of Rosemary Lusher? 

(Counsel confers with 

Mrs. Lusuer. I believe the document speaks for itself. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you sign the document ? 

Mrs. Lusuer. I must decline to answer that question on all the 
grounds previously stated. 
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Mr. Tavenner. You will also see as the name of one of the editorial 
board members that of Elizabeth Spector. Will you examine it and 
look at it? 

Mrs. Lusuer. Yes. 

Mr. TavennerR. Was she on the editorial board with you? 

Mrs. Lusuer. I must decline to answer that question on all the 
grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Isshe the wife of Frank Spector ¢ 

Mrs. Lusuer. I must decline to answer that question on all the 
grounds previously stated. 

Mr. ‘TavenNner. You will also, if you will look at the document, 
see the name of Don Wheeldin. 

Mrs. Lusuer. Yes. 

Mr. TavenneER. Did he serve on the editorial board with you? 

Mrs. Lusuer. I must decline to answer that question on all the 
grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. On the date of that document, which is October 8, 
1954, were Elizabeth Spector and Don Wheeldin members of the 
Communist Party with you? 

(Counsel confers with witness. ) 

Mrs. Lusuer. Mr. Tavenner, of course, you know that is a loaded 
question, as you know very well, and—— 

Mr. Tavenner. There is nothing loaded about the question. It isa 
direct question asking if you know that those people were members 
of the mes Party. 


Mrs. Lusuer. The latter phrase you used is certainly a loaded ques- 
tion. Naturally, I have to decline to answer it on all the grounds 


previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you also take an active part in the financial 
support of the People’s World, a Communist Party organ in Los 
Angeles? 

(Counsel confers with the witness.) 

Mrs. Lusuer. Well, I am afraid I don’t quite understand your 
question, Mr. Tavenner. 

Mr. Tavenner. Very well. I offer in evidence a thermofax copy 
of a letter bearing date November 1956, signed by a number of per- 
sons, requesting financial support of the Daily People’s World and 
ask that it be marked “Lusher Exhibit No. 4.” 

The Cuamman. It will be marked and made a part of the record. 

(Document marked “Lusher Exhibit No. 4” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you examine it, please, and state whether or 
not you see your name as one of those signed to the letter? 

is. Lusuer. I believe, Mr. Tavenner, that the document speaks 
for itself. 

Mr. Tavenner. I note on the document the name of Mrs. Rosemary 
Lusher. Did you sign the document ? 

Mrs. Lusuer. I must decline to answer that on all the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. At a convention of the Southern California Dis- 
trict of the Communist Party held in Los Angeles on April 13 and 
14, 1957, a report was made by Dorothy Healey which outlined the 
areas in which special work was to be done as determined by the 
National Committee of the Communist Party. 
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I know you were not present; at least from our information you 
were not present at that meeting. But I wanted to call to your at- 
tention that one of the prime objectives in this area as indicated b 
that report was calling upon the rank and file members of the Com- 
munist Party to concentrate upon infiltration and work in non-Com- 
munist organizations and in mass organizations. 

Did that directive come to your attention after the date of that 
meeting ? 

Mrs. Lusuer. Mr. Tavenner, I must decline to answer that question 
on all the grounds previously stated, 

Mr. Tavenner. Weren't you engaged in that type of work for the 
Communist Parity prior to that meeting? 

Mrs. Lusner. I am afraid I don’t understand your question, Mr. 
Tavenner. 

Mr. Tavenner. Weren’t you engaged in work for the Communist 
Party within various mass organizations over a considerable period of 
time before April 1957? 

Mrs. Lusuer. Well, I must decline to answer that question on all 
the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was not one of the organizations that was organ- 
ized to advance the Communist Party objectives in this area the 
Southern California Committee to Repeal the Smith Act and Other 
Anti-Labor Legislation ? 

Mrs. Lusner. I must decline to answer that question on all the 
grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Weren’t you the secretary of that organization? 

Mrs. Lusuer. I must decline to answer that question on all the 
grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. I offer in evidence a thermofax copy of an article 
from the May 26, 1952, issue of People’s World entitled, “300 LA 
unionists ask Truman veto of McCarran bill,” and ask that it be 
marked “Lusher Exhibit No. 5.” 

The Cuatrman. Make it a part of the record. 

(Document marked “Lusher Exhibit No. 5” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. The paragraph which I desire to call to your atten- 
tion reads as follows: 


pening remarks were made by Committee Secretary, Rosemary Lusher. 


Will you examine it, please, and state whether or not you were the 
Rosemary Lusher referred to? 

Mrs. Lusner. Well, Mr. Tavenner, I would certainly support any 
action to veto the McCarran-Walter immigration law, and since it has 
become a law I would certainly take any action to repeal it because 
I do believe very sincerely that it is an undemocratic law. 

Mr. Tavenner. That isn’t my question. My question is whether or 
not you were the secretary of that organization, whether you were 
correctly identified as such in that article. 

Mrs. Lusner. T am sure that in addition to the 300 trade unions re- 
ferred to there were thousands of trade unionists and many other 
Os who have come out in opposition to the McCarran-Walter 

aw. 

Mr. Tavenner. Since you made that speech will you answer the 
question ? 
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Mrs. Lusner. I must decline to answer on all the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Mov.per. On that question, to what portion of the Walter- 
McCarran Act do you particularly object ? 

Mrs. LusHer. Well, I think that the sections which restrict immi- 
gration, establish immigration quotas are not in the tradition our im- 
migration had previously been in. 

he CuatrmMan. Previously been in—about three times as many 
6 have come in last year under the newer law as under the old law. 
And the quotas are exactly the same. Quite obviously you are merely 
mouthing things said by the people opposed to the lg 

Mrs. Lusuer. I do object to a law which deports people for their 
political beliefs. 

The Cuatrman. Yes; that is correct, of course. Proceed. 

Mrs. Lusner. Whether they are Communists or not, and this, of 
course, is always a moot question in this kind of me meee hearings. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you attend the Fifth Annual Conference of the 
Los Angeles Committee for Protection of Foreign Born at the Alex- 
andria Hotel in Los Angeles on March 19, 1955? 

Mrs. Lusuer. Well, I would like to know what the pertinency of 
this line of qustioning is, Mr. Tavenner, if you don’t mind telling me. 

Mr. Tavenner. I one asked you the question whether or not you 
were engaged in activity within different mass organizations and 
other groups for the Communist Party. 

The question that I am asking you here is whether or not you engaged 
in this activity, and I want to follow it with the request for you to 
tell us to what extent you were acting for and in behalf of the Com- 


munist Party, if you were working in that organization. 
(Witness confers with her counsel.) 
Mrs. Lusuer. Well, Mr. Tavenner, I am not trying to be recalcitrant. 
I think I want to understand you and the members of the committee. 
Isincerely do. I may not convey the fact very 2 but I feel it very 
i 


strongly, and I just cannot understand how this line of questioning 
that you are putting to me is pertinent to what you as members of the 
committee are attempting to do. You know President Roosevelt—— 

Mr. Movutper. May I interrupt by asking you what is your under- 
standing of what the members of the committee are attempting to 
achieve or do? 

Mrs. Lusuer. Excuse me. 

(Witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Lusuer. I do find you know in the Watkins decision-—— 

4 Mov.tper. You made some reference to it. May I interrupt 

ou 
Mrs. Lusuer. Of course. 

Mr. Moutper. Seemingly, having reached the conclusion or an as- 
caapEyoe as to what you think the committee is attempting to achieve 
or do. 

Mrs. Lusuer. Yes. 

Mr. Movutper. I am asking you just what is your understanding in 
that respect. 

Mrs. Lusuer. Well, of course, I really don’t know everything about 
the committee, naturally, but I understood that Congress authorized 
the committee on a very broad basis and that the Supreme Court said 
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in the Watkins case that it was very hard to determine exactly what 
the committee was trying to do because it was so generalized. To 
attempt—I understand what the committee is supposed to do is to 
investigate so that it can pass legislation which will be desirable, 
you know, for the country. And this is where I feel that legislation 
which goes into the area of association and what people believe even 
if we don’t agree with what the people believe can be dangerous 
legislation not only for the people who may have opinions which 
are dissident, but, you know, for everyone in the country, because 
it creates an atmosphere that is a very fearful one. 

You know, when the early Christians were brought up before the 
Romans they believed in something which wasn’t acceptable to society 
in those days. 

Mr. Movtper. I am sorry to interrupt you again, but do I under- 
stand you to say that it is your understanding that the purposes and 
objectives of the committee are to seek information so that we might 
be better informed in passing legislation or in reporting legislation 
for Congress to pass? 

Mrs. Lusuer. Yes. 

Mr. Movtper. And that being so, in response to the question by Mr. 
Tavenner, our counsel, you challenged the question because you say 
it wasn’t pertinent ? 

Mrs. LusHer. Well, yes. 

Mr. Mourper. I do not understand your reasoning that—— 

Mrs. Lusner. My feeling on it is that in the past—I cannot judge 
the committee entirely by what it does today, but, you know, by the 
whole past 20 years the committee has been in existence, that inqui 
into this field, beliefs and associations, has not led to legislation whic 
has been either good for our country or has been constitutional. 

The Cuatrman. Many statutes have been enacted as a result of 
recommendations from this committee. 

Mr. Tavenner. Those that have been enacted into law are, I be- 
lieve, about 38. Legislation has been offered and has been under 
consideration in the last Congress which has not been acted upon 
of about the same number. 

The Cuatrman. Plus literally hundreds of administrative orders. 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes, many of the committee’s recommendations 
have been adopted and put into the form of administrative orders 
“1 various agencies. I have in mind right now quite a number of 
them. 

Mr. Movtper. What was your last question, Mr. Tavenner? 

Mr. Tavenner. My question was whether or not this witness at- 
tended on March 19, 1955, the Fifth Annual Conference of the Los 
Angeles Committee for Protection of Foreign Born. She has not 
yet answered the question. 

Mrs. Lusner. Well, you see, this kind of a question in relation to 
what you asked me deals with the question of association, and it is 
my belief that—— 

Mr. Moutper. He is asking you did you attend it and probably he 
will follow that by other questions concerning what knowledge you 
may have gained or obtained there which might deal directly with 
the question of legislation. 

Mrs. Lusuer. Legislation which would accomplish what? 
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The Cuarrman. Make people aware of activities that are not in the 
best interests of the United States, make people aware that the peace 
organizations they joined were not interested in peace but merely in 
Russian domination, et cetera. That is the purpose of the question. 

(Witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Lusuer. Well, you see when you say “Were you there,” and 
then in effect this kind of a question is aly exposure of a person’s 
activities just for the sake of exposure. 

The Cuarrman, Not at all. We have another purpose in mind. 
Did you attend this meeting? I am not asking you about anyone else. 

Mrs. Lusuer. You see the Supreme Court in the Watkins decision 
does say that exposure for the sake of exposure is wrong. 

The Cuatrman. That is not what we are concerned with. We are 
not engaged in anything of the sort. Furthermore the Supreme 
Court didn’t understand the question, and furthermore, I am not so 
sure they wanted to. You areentirely inerror. Proceed. 

Mr. TavENNER. May I have a direction that the witness answer the 
question ¢ 

The Cuarrman. You are directed to answer the question. 

Mrs. Lusuer. I am really sorry, I must decline to answer the ques- 
tion on the ground previously stated. 

The Cuarrman. | am really sorry, too. 

bes Tavenner. Are you familiar with the California Peace Cru- 
sade 

Mrs. Lusuer. Mr. Tavenner, I think that this is the same kind of a 
question. I don’t like to constantly repeat it. 

Mr. Tavenner. And the purpose of it is identically the same, to try 
to determine the extent to which the Communist Party is endeavorin 
to carry on activities of this kind and what its objectives are. Wil 
you answer the question ? 

Mrs. Lusner. But I do not really believe that the exposure of a 
person’s activities in this fashion is right or constitutional and I must 
decline to answer on all the ground previously stated. 

The Cuatrman. We are not endeavoring to expose your activities 
at all. We are asking you whether or not you have been connected 
with these things in order to ascertain whether or not you can prob- 
ably give us answers to the questions that we would like to ask you. 

Mr. TaveNNER. May I have a direction ? 

The Cuarrman. You are directed to answer the question. 

Mrs. Lusuer. I am sorry, I think I said I decline to answer the 
questions previously stated. 

The Cuatrman. Are you on the board of The Defender? 

Mrs. Lusuer. I am sorry, I must decline to answer on all the 
grounds I previously stated. 

The Cuarrman. You see, that brings us right up to what we have 
been talking about. If you had told the truth about it or had at 
least admitted that you were on the board—and I have every reason 
to believe that you were—then we could ask you about The Defender 
and what its purposes were and things we would like to know about 
it in order to determine whether or not there ought to be legislation 
with respect to that kind of a publication. 

Mr. McTernan. Mr. Chairman, excuse me a minute. 
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The Cuamman. Surely. 

( Witness confers counsel. ) 

Mrs. Lusuer. The organization that I have worked with for the 
last 3 years, I told you that I was executive secretary of, the Russian 
American Institute program I felt was in the best interests of the-——— 

The Cuarrman. What about the magazine The Defender? That is 
what I was asking you about. Are you on the editorial staff of that 
magazine? 

Mrs. Lusner. I am sorry, I sag, ig know, I don’t see the per- 
tinency of the question and even though you have explained to me 
what you feel is the pertinency of it I feel that I also have to judge 
in my own heart what the pertinency of it is. And that this 1s my 
responsibility. I can’t ergs 2 accept what you say as being the 
pertinency of it. I have to also try to judge it myself. 

Mr. Movu.per. May I interrupt by asking, would you consider it 
pertinent for this committee to secure information on how some 
people operate in this country to undermine our Government and 
to overthrow it by force and violence or by revolution? Would 
you consider it pertinent for a person having information, say, about 
sabotage or treasonable acts against our country, would you consider 
it pertinent for us to have that information from the witness? 

{rs. Lusner. Yes, sir; I certainly would. 

Mr. Movutper. You a ban are employed by the Russia 

Mrs. LusnHer. I have been the executive secretary of the American 
Russian Institute. 

Mr. Moutper. American Russian Institute? 

Mrs. LusHer. Yes. 


Mr. Movtper. While in that position in the performance of your 


work and the course of your employment, have you come in contact 
with representatives of the Soviet Union Government? 
Mrs. Lusuer. Yes; but before I answer that 5 eee | I would like 


to answer your previous remarks. I personally do not believe in vio- 
lence of any kind any place in our country or anywhere, and I would 
have no knowledge myself of an oie, ged to overthrow our Gov- 
ernment by force or violence and would have no part in such a con- 
spiracy. 

My understanding of the Supreme Court ruling last year in the 
Smith Act cases was that the Supreme Court found no evidence of 
a conspiracy to overthrow the Government by force and violence-—— 

Mr. Moutper. The point I am coming to now, have you any knowl- 
edge or information concerning the sRicto of any representative of 
the Soviet Union or of the Communists while in this country to in- 
fluence or guide the course of the Communist Party in this country ? 

Mrs. Lusuer. Well 

Mr. Movtper. I mean, do you have any personal knowledge of 
efforts by a foreign representative of the Soviet Union—— 

Mrs. fare No, I personally have no such knowledge or in- 
formation. 

Mr. Movtper. Have you ever discussed the Communist Party 
activities in the country with any representative of the Soviet Union ? 

Mrs. Lusurr. The only area that I have ever discussed with the 
cultural representatives, the few that I have met in connection with 
my work with the institute, was strictly and entirely limited to the 
field of cultural exchange, entirely limited to that field. 
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Mr. Movrnrr. Did you tell those persons who were discussing 
this subject that you were a member of the Communist Party over 
here or that you were not a member of the Communist Party in 
America? 

Mrs. Lusurr. Well, that would never come up because I never 
discussed any question except the question of cultural exchange. 

Mr. Tavenner. She hasn’t specifically answered your question. 

Mr. McTernan. I submit that is answered, Mr. Chairman. 

Mrs. Lusuer. I don’t want to get 

The Cuarrman. Proceed, Mr. Tavenner. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you discussed with the editorial committee of 
the Communist Party the workings or the activities of the American 
Russian Institute of which you are the executive secretary ? 

Mrs. Lusuer. Mr. Tavenner, I think that is a very loaded ques- 
tion and you know [I have to decline to answer that on all the grounds 
that I have previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you obtain the position of executive secretary 
as a result of any recommendation by any member of the Communist 
Party or any Communist Party unit? 

Mrs. Lusner. Mr. Tavenner, that is again, you know, the same 
kind of a loaded question. 

Mr. Tavenner. You refuse to answer ? 

Mrs. Lusuer. I have to refuse to answer it on all the grounds that 
T have previously stated. I told you very 

Mr. Tavenner. You don’t have to. 

Mrs. Lusurr. Very honestly the program of the institute and its 
work in the field of cultural exchange, and you know I don’t feel 


that you should ask these leading kinds of questions. 

Mr. Taverner. Who preceded you as executive secretary of the 
Russian Institute ? ; 

Mrs, Lusner. Mr. Tavenner, I can’t give you any names about any 
individuals. I must decline. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was the person who preceded you a member of the 


Communist 


Mrs. Lusuer. Mr. Tavenner, you know this is exactly the same kind 
of a loaded question and I have to decline to answer it on all the 
grounds that I have previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. In other words, you will not tell this committee 
anything with regard to the workings of the Communist Party in 
this area. That is what you mean, plain and simple; isn’t it? 

(Witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mr. Movtper. May I suggest that Mr. Counselor interrogate the 
witness about the cultural exchange activities. 

You mentioned one, that was the dancers. 

Mrs. Lusuer. Yes. 

Mr. Moutper. What other? 

Mrs. Lusuer. When Mr. Gilels was here. 

Mr. Tavenner. May I have an answer to my question first, Mr. 
Chairman ? 

Mrs. Lusner. Of course, I decline to answer on all the grounds I 
previously stated. 

When Mr. Gilels was here, we arranged a reception for him at 
Hollyhock House in Barnsdale Park and to which we invited many 
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of the leading musical people in the community. You see, while he 
was part of the cultural exchange program of the State Department, 
he was under the—he was being handled by a music impresario and 
the Civic Music Association was handling his concert tour. And 
they, of course, they are interested primarily in the concert itself 
and not in community activities around it. 

The CuHarrMan. What does this association have to do with the 
dancers ? 

Mrs. Lusuer. Well, this was about Mr. Gilels. On the Moiseyev 
Dancers, actually the only thing we did was to send out this letter. 
The Hollywood Bow] Association mailed it out, and it was, really, it 
was unnecessary actually because what it did was to recommend that 
people buy tickets and, of course, they were all sold out long in 
advance. 

But when they came to Los Angeles, why, they were really lionized 
around the society people around the Hollywood Bowl. 

The Cuarrman. What did your association have to do with it? 

Mrs. Luster. We didn’t have anything to do. 

The Cnamman. What about the musicians? 

Mrs. Lusuer. On the Moiseyev, we did send out this mailing piece, 
this letter. With Mr. Gilels we arranged a reception for him to meet 
the musical 

The Cuatrman. He was coming here and you used that occasion 
for a reception and invited him to come to a reception and invited 
these other people to come and meet him? 

Mrs. Luster. That is right. 

The CHatrman. What else does your organization do? : 

Mrs. Lusner. When Mr. Kogan, the violinist, came also this spring, 
we arranged for him to visit one of the campuses, but unfortunately 
he had to fly back for a recording. 

You see, there is no governmental organization, unfortunately—I 
wish there were—that was functioning in the field of arranging these 
kinds of social engagements for these artists. I hope that there will 
be actually. 

The Cratrman. What else do you inject yourself into? 

Mrs. Lusner. Well. when the architect, when the housing delega- 
tion came from the Home Builders Institute, we had a reception 
there at the Ambassador Hotel. 

The CuatrmMan. They weren’t even aware of your existence when 
they came? They came as representatives of their Government to 
inspect activities of the U.S. Government ? 

Mrs. Lusuer. That is right. No, they came to visit housing. We 
did arrange a reception for them to meet with some of the architects 
in the city. . 

The Crratmman. After you learned that they were coming, vou got 
hold of the architects and arranged to have them meet the housing 
delegation at a recention ? 

Mrs. Lusner. This is generally what we have done. We arranged 
for the cellist to meet musicians primarily and also to visit the UCLA 
campus. Naturally, they can’t arrange these things themselves be- 
cause it wouldn’t be polite to go around inviting yourslf to places. 
So it is helpful to them to have somebody arrange it for them. If 
our Government had a cultural exchange organization which I per- 
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sonally think would be a very fine idea to expand the State 
Department. 

Mr. Mou.per. What exchange on the American side have you pro- 
moted to go over to the Soviet Union? 

Mrs. Lusuer. I have had one really good idea. It didn’t work out. 
We tried a variety of things. One I was very interested in. You 
know, California has a big fashion industry, and I thought when 
they had these fashion shows in the Soviet that it would be very good 
business for us and also good publicity, because the British did that 
and they sent a British fashion show. 

I talked to a number of the fashion manufacturers around Los 
Angeles about the idea of arranging a group of maybe even American 
models to go and show fashions. 

Mr. Mouwper. Actually, have you succeeded in any exchange from 
this side? 

Mrs. Lusner. No, we haven't. 

The Cuairman. Do you receive a salary for your work? 

Mrs. Lusurr. No, I don’t. 

The Cuarmman. Are contributions made to your organization to 
maintain it ¢ 

Mrs. Lusuer. Well, yes, of course. I can’t tell you the names of 
the people who give us money, but that was how we were financed, 
from people who were interested in the work of the program. 

The Cuairman. Do you file any expense account ¢ 

Mrs. Lusuer. In what way? 

ser Cuairman. Accounting for the funds received by way of dona- 
tions 

Mrs. Lusuer. I have made financial reports of the little bit there 
was. 

The Cuamrman. Where do you file the report ? 

Mrs. Lusnuer. Well, you know we give reports to our board. 

The Cuarrman. Who is on the board ? 

Mrs. Lusner. Well, I am sorry, but I can’t give you the names of an 
of the people associated with me. I have to decline on all the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Moutper. Where is this located, this headquarters ? 

Mrs. Lusuer. We were, as I said, over on Western near Santa 
Monica. We had a library that was open, the people could borrow 
books. But we weren’t able to finance it and we have closed it and 
we stored the books, and actually we are not really—we don’t have an 
office. I just use my home as an address. 

Mr. Movutper. Proceed. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you now a member of the Communist Party? 

Mrs. Lusner. Iam sorry, Mr. Tavenner, I have to decline to answer 
that on all the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions. 

The CratrMaAn. The witness is excused. 

Mr. McTernan. Mr. Chairman, we do not intend to make any 
statements to the press. We assume that since this is an executive 
session, the contents will not be released. 

The Cuarrman. Did you issue a statement before you came? 

Mr. McTrrnan. No. 
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The Cuamman. That is a new device, issue a statement and say, 

“T won't talk.” I want to apologize to you for being late, but this 
traffic of yours is pretty bad. 

Mr. McTernan. It is; it isa real problem. That is a good area for 
legislative hearings to solve. 

The Cuatrman. It is oom the responsibility of the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

mid McTernan. Thank you very much. It was a pleasure talking 
to 

omg CyarrmMan. Will you raise your right hand, please. Do you 

swear the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mrs. Zwoutnskt. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF REVA MUCHA ZWOLINSKI, ACCOMPANIED BY 
COUNSEL, JOHN T. McTERNAN 


Mr. Tavenner. What is your name, please ? 

Mrs. Zwortnsk. Reva Mucha Zwolinski. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will counsel accompanying the witness please 
identify himself for the record ? 

Mr. McTernan. Yes; John T. McTernan, with the firm of Mar- 
golis, McTernan & Branton, 112 West 9th Street, Los Angeles 15. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you born on November 10, 1905, in Odessa, 
Russia ? 

Mrs. Zwortnsk1. No. 

Mr. TavenneEr. When and where were you born ? 

Mrs. Zwottnsxt. I don’t believe that that question is ~— per- 
tinent to the questioning this afternoon, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. May I have a direction that the witness answer the 
question as to where she was born ? 

The CHatrman. You are directed to answer the question of where 
you were born. 

Mrs. Zwoutnskt. I was born on November 10, 1904, in Russia, but 
not in the town that the counsel gave. 

Mr. TavenneErR. What isthe correct description of the town ? 

Mrs. Zwoutnskr. I believe you spell it K-h-e-r-s-o-n. 

Mr. Tavenner. When did you come to the United States? 

Mrs. Zwoutnskt. Well, let me see. I believe that was in 1912 or 
1913, I am not too sure of the actual year. 

Mr. TavenneER. Are you a naturalized citizen of the United States? 

Mrs. Zwoitnskt. Lama citizen of the United States. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you naturalized by virtue of derivative citi- 
zenship ? 

Mrs. Zwoutnski. Yes. 

Mr. TavenneR. From your father? 

Mrs. Zwoutnski. Yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your father’s name? 

Mrs. Peter. 

Mr. Tavenner. And the last name? 

Mrs. Zwottnski. Mucha. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where did you reside when you first came to this 
country ? 
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Mrs. Zwottnski. New York City, I believe. 

Mr. Tavenner. When did you move to California? 

Mrs. Zwouinski. 1948. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where do you live in California ? 

Mrs. Zwottnski. 5436 Lemon Grove Avenue, Hollywood. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your occupation ? 

Mrs. I ama housewife. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you held a position of an executive character 
in any organization ? 

Mrs. Zwotrnsxi. Yes, from time to time. 

Mr. Tavenner. Let me ask you this: Were you the executive sec- 
retary of the American Russian Institute? 

Mrs. Zwo.tnski. Yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. Over what period of time? 

Mrs. Zwournsk1. Well, on and off between the periods of, I believe, 
1948 to about 1954, or thereabouts. On and off during that period. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Communist Party at 
any time during that period? 

Mrs. Zwoutnski. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Movutprer. May I ask a question ¢ 

Mrs, ZWOLINsEI. i decline to answer that question. 


Mr. ee Yes, I understand. How were you selected as sec- 
retary 

Mrs. ZwortnskI. Selected ? 

Mr. Moutper. How is the secretary of this organization selected ? 
Who makes the selection ? 

Mrs. Zwoutinsk1. I don’t understand the question. 


Mr. Movunper. Of the American Russian Institute. Who deter- 
mines who shall be employed or designated as secretary ? 

Mrs. Zwoutnskt. Well, I still don’t understand the question. What 
do you mean, “designated”? It is a job, like any other job. 

The Cuamman. How did you become secretary ¢ 

Mrs. Zwoutnskt. I became a secretary because there was an openi 
in the institute, and I remember that I came to Los Angeles cont 
suppose a friend or two suggested that I might seek employment 
in that area, since I felt I was qualified. 

Mr. Movutper. My point is, who has the authority to make that 
selection ? 

Mr. Zwoutnski. I am sure I wouldn’t know what you mean. The 
question is not very clear. I really don’t understand the question. 

The Cuarrman. When you became secretary, who told you, you 
were secretary ? 

Mrs. Zwo.tnski. You mean in the institute, who determined it? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mrs. Zwoutnski. I was interviewed by a board of directors, I pre- 
sume they were. 

The Cuamrman. How much of a salary did you receive? 

Mrs. Zwouinsk1. Well, I believe, I think it started at about $60 a 
prio’ It was some time ago, sir; it is a little too difficult to remember 
exactly. 

He Mowicee. Who interviewed you? You say there was a board ? 

Mrs. Zwoutnskt. A number of people. 

Mr. Moutper. How many were on the board ? 
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Mrs. Zwoutnsk1. It is awfully hard for me to remember. 

The Cuarmman. To the best of your recollection. 

— ZWOLINSKI. Six or eight people, I imagine, something like 
that. 

Mr. Movutper. Who were they ? 

Mrs. Zwoutnsxr. I will have to decline to answer that question, 
sir, because I don’t believe you have any right to ask me with whom 
I associate or people that i have known or groups of people that I 
have associated with. And so I am going to use the first amendment 
of the Constitution that protects me from that kind of inquiry, and 
I will also use the privilege and the protection against your asking 
me questions against my will which is given me under the fifth amend- 
ment. 

The Cnarrman. And you decline to answer for those reasons? 

Mrs. Zwournsxr. On the first and on the fifth amendments, yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you, during the period that you were the 
executive secretary of the American Russian Institute, from time to 
time meet with Communist Party groups to discuss the activities of 
the American Russian Institute ? 

Mrs. Zwournskt. This is ea! generally the same kind of question 
that I was asked before, and I will answer it in the same way, de- 


clining to on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you recall an incident that occurred on May 18, 
1952, at the time that the American Russian Institute had a booth 
at the All Nations Festival in Sportsmans Park, 9835 South Western 
Avenue, Los Angeles ? 

Mrs. Zwoutnsk1. Yes, sir; I remember that occasion very well. 


Mr. Tavenner. I believe part of the program of the institute in- 
cluded the placing of the Soviet flag. 

Mrs. Zwoutnskti. No, sir; that is incorrect, 

Mr. Tavenner. What occurred then ? 

Mrs. Zwoutnsk1. The Chamber of Commerce arranged booths of 
all the nations which were invited to participate in World Trade 
Week. We were given a map—lI believe you would call it a map— 
outlining each one of the booths; and when I asked which one would 
be ours, the young woman who spoke to me on the phone and who 
had written us of course regarding that occasion, said that it would 
be such-and-such a number and it would have the flag of the country 
there. We found it there, and it remained there when we left. 

The Cratrman. Is there a free port here in Los Angeles? 

Mrs. Zwortnskti. A free port? No, sir. 

Mr. McTernan. You mean for the importation of articles? 

The CuHatrman. Yes. 

Mr. McTernan. I think not. 

Mr. Tavenner. I desire to offer in evidence a thermofax copy of 
the May 19, 1952, issue of the Los Angeles Examiner and ask that it 
be marked “Zwolinski Exhibit No. 1.” 

(Document marked “Zwolinski Exhibit No. 1,” and retained in 
committee files. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. This article describes the occasion that you referred 
to in this way: 

Irate citizens yesterday broke up an attempt by Communist elements to 


infiltrate the start of Los Angeles’ annual World Trade Week observances with 
Red propaganda. 
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Their protests were leveled against a Russian booth at the All Nations Festival 
in Sportsman’s Park, 9835 South Western Avenue, the opening event of week- 
long World Trade activities here. 

Decorated by a red flag with hammer and sickle, the booth operated for nearly 
2 hours under the sponsorship of the American Russian Institute which was 
cited as subversive and Communist by Attorney General Tom Clark in 1949. 

Displayed for public view under the direction of Reva Mucha, executive 
secretary of the Institute, were scores of pictures and pamphlets acclaiming life 
under Communism. 

Do I understand you disagree with that account of the occurrence? 

Mrs. Zwo.tnskt. I definitely disagree, because I think that a true 
picture would have been gotten from the director of the park and from 
the Chamber of Commerce, rather than from the newspapers. And 
that is an official record. 

Mr. Tavenner. The institute has been cited, has it not, as Com- 
munist by Attorney General Tom Clark ? 

Mrs. Zwo.inskt. Well, there has been such a long list that I, 
frankly, am not particularly impressed one way or another. 

Mr. Tavenner. You were aware of that fact in 1952, were you not ? 

Mrs. Zwoutnskt. I was aware of a great big, long list of all kinds 
of organizations. 

Mr. Tavenner. I say you were aware of that fact? 

Mrs. Zwoutnskt. Yes, I was. 

Mr. TavenNner. You were also aware that it was cited as a Com- 
munist-controlled organization which was intimately linked with the 
Institute of Pacific Relations according to the Senate Judiciary 
Committee report of July 2, 1952, were you not? 

Mrs. Zwournskt. Frankly, I don’t remember all of the mention re- 
garding that, but I do admit that I knew it was cited. I imagine that 
is sufficient. 

Mr. Tavenner. It was for the benefit of the record. I will also 
state that it was cited as specializing in pro-Soviet propaganda by 
the Internal Security Subcommittee of the Senate Sedsiant Com- 
mittee, “Handbook for Americans,” April 23, 1956. 

Mr. Moutper. While you were secretary of this organization that 
you have described, what were your duties? 

Mrs. Zwoutnskt. Well, the purpose of the American Russian Insti- 
tute and the functions was a research and lending library, and I was in 
charge. It was used primarily by universities and a Fa during my 
period of association with it. And it was a question of cataloging 
the material that came into the library both in the Russian and in 
the English. 

The Cuarrman. Where did the material come from ? 

Mrs. Zwournskr. From VOKS. That is the U.S.S.R. society for 
cultural exchange with foreign countries. This was a formal de- 
partment for such a purpose, and the material came through the mails 
through the U.S. mails, directly from the Soviet Union, an 
placed on the shelves for the public. We serviced anybody that needed 
material, whether they were translations or whether they just needed 
the research material. We had film and we had pictures and books. 
There was a very wonderful children’s art exhibit that came, and we 
exhibited it at the University of Southern California. It was a par- 
ticularly interesting one. 

Of course, the films were very valuable, and we very often had over- 
flow audiences to see these things. Of course, knowing that the State 
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Department in January of this year signed a cultural exchange agree- 
ment, it is very gratifying to know that the very purposes for which 
the institute had been established these many years is the policy of 
our State Department. 

The Cuarrmman. Did they ever send you the film of all those slave 
labor camps in Russia that the American Federation of Labor has 
cataloged ? 

Mrs. Zwotinski. Not only that they did, but the American Federa- 
tion of Labor did not either, so there must be a paucity of those films. 

The Cuarrman. Go ahead. 

Mr. Mouvper. Did you receive any material from any source other 
than that which you have mentioned, reading material ? 

Mr. Zwo.tnski. On occasion, naturally, people would donate books 
to the library. They do that. 

Mr. Movuxper. Did you receive and distribute any Communist 
Party literature? 

Mrs. Zwourinskr. I am not aware of the Communist Party having 
any literature on the Soviet Union, certainly not as far as the institute 
was cencerned. 

Mr. Movutper. Did you disseminate and distribute any Communist 
Party literature published in the country ? 

Mrs. Zwouinskt. Well, what would that have to do with material on 
the Soviet Union? I don’t quite get the connection. 

Mr. Tavenner. Make her answer the question. 

Mr. Movurper. The question is very simple, whether or not you or 
anyone else connected with this organization referred to as the Amer- 
ican Russian Institute distributed any Communist Party literature 
regardless of where it came from. 

Mrs. Zwo.tnskt. Not to my knowledge. You mean issued by the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Movutper. Or dealing with the Communist Party. 

Mrs. Zwortnskr. Dealing with the Communist Party as such? 

Mr. Moutper. And its objectives. 

Mrs. Zwortnskr. Not that I am aware of, no. 

Mr. Tavenner: Did ,the institute engage in the holding of public 
forums? 

Mrs. Zwoutnskt. What do you mean by forums, sir? 

Mr. Moutper. Panels for discussion of various topics. 

Mrs. Zwoutnski. No, I wouldn’t say forums. We had lectures, 
which is different, I would say. We would have speakers on various 
subjects, but there wouldn’t be a forum. 

r. Movutper. Speakers on the subject of the Soviet Union? | 

Mrs. Zwoutnsk1. On various phases of the Soviet Union, yes— 
specific things. 

Mr. Movtper. Did any member of the Communist Party or any 
Communist Party unit confer in the selection of the speakers on 
such occasions ? 

Mrs. Zwournskt. No. 

Mr. Movutper. Any of them? 

Mrs. Zwournski. No. You are talking about conferring with me, 
aren’t you? 

Mr. Mouxper. Yes. 
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Mrs. Zwortnsx1. Well, the answer is no, of course. I wanted to 
make sure. 

Mr. Mouprer. Who selected the speakers for these occasions? 

Mrs. Zwoutnskt. Well, I am airaid that possibly I am responsible 
for most of them during the period that I was in the position that 
I was in. 

Mr. Moutper. And whom did you invite to attend? 

Mrs. Zwouinski. It depended on what the subjects were. We tried 
to get as clearly an expert within the limits of what one is able to get 
without importing. 

Mr. Mouvper. Did you pay some of them? Would you name some 
of them ? 

Mrs. Zwoutnsxt. I would decline for the previous reasons men- 
tioned. I don’t want to take any extra time of the committee, but the 
reasons that I mentioned before, particularly a question involvin 
any people in any way which the results of hearings of this kin 
have done before, 1 would have to decline on previous grounds. 

Mr. Moutper. While you were there, did any person lecture or 
address a meeting who was not a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Zwoutnsk1. That is really the same question. I am afraid 
I will have to give the same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. | assume then that you selected Mis. Elizabeth 
Moos as one of the speakers as indicated by this copy of a notice from 
the American Russian Institute. Will you examine it, please ? 

Mrs. Zwo.tnskt. 1 am sorry, I will have to decline to answer that 
question on the same grounds that I have given before, regarding 
any names of any people associated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Even any speaker who appeared on your program ? 

Mrs. Zwouinskt. I think so. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is that because to do so might tend to incriminate 
you 
: Mrs. Zwouinskr. The question that you posed, of course, is one 
of my reasons naturally. And of course there is another reason, 
that I don’t want to hurt anyone and they iwight very well be hurt 
by being included as admitted by me in this hearing. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mrs. Elizabeth Moos is the mother of William Rem- 
ington, and there has been considerable testimony before our com- 
mittee as to her and the activity that she carried on for the Com- 
munist Party in New York City in connection with the Peace Cru- 
sade. So there is nothing secret about Elizabeth Moos. Will that 
change your answer? 

Mrs. Zwoutnsk1. No, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. I desire to offer the document in evidence and ask 
that it be marked “Zwolinski Exhibit No. 2.” 

(Document marked “Zwolinski Exhibit No. 2” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Tavenner. I hand you another such program and ask you if 
it doesn’t show Cyril Towbin as conducting a program on September 
21, 1947, and ask if you selected that. 

Mrs. Zwoutnski. Naturally the document speaks for itself, but of 
course if you will observe, sir, this is before my time. 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes; it is 1947. That is right, and you began in 
1948. 
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Mrs. Zworinskt. That is right. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you know that Cyril Towbin is an identified 
member of the Communist Party? Do you know that? 

Mrs. ZwoutnskI. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. Tavenner. He has appeared as a witness before this committee, 
though he did not admit membership. 

You withdrew or resigned from the position of executive secre- 
tary in April 1955; did you not? 

Mrs. Zwoutnskt. As I said, sir, I was with the institute on and off 
during the period that I had mentioned. I frankly don’t remember 
the exact dates of when there were periods that ended, you know. 

Mr. Tavenner. Since that period of time, since the period of time 
that you formally withdrew, have you been engaged in mass activi- 
ties for the Communist Party? I meant to say in activities in mass 
organizations for the Communist Party in Los Angeles. 

{rs. Zwotrnskt. This is pretty much in line with the other ques- 
tions that I declined to answer, and I will so decline now for the same 
ground that I stated before. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you a member of the District Council of the 
Communist Party 

Mrs. Same question. 

‘ Mr. Tavenner. For the Southern District of California at this 
time ¢ 

Mrs, Zwottnsk1. Same question, same answer. 

Mr. Movu.per. You say when you first started working you re- 
ceived a salary, as you recall, of approximately $60 a week ? 

Mrs. Zowuinsk1. I believe so. 

Mr. Movutper. When your employment was terminated or when- 
pind rg ceased or resigned, were you still drawing that amount of 
salar 

Mie. Zwourinski. Well, it wasn’t more, I assure you. There might 
have been a period in between when there may have been a little 
higher salary; I don’t recall too clearly. 

Mr. Movwper. Have you been associated with this organization 
— as the American Russian Institute since you quit working 
there 

Mrs. Zwoutnskt. No, I have not, sir. 

Mr. Mover. Do you know whether or not they still pay the salary 
that you received ? 

Mrs. Zwournsk1r. I haven’t any idea of the present status of the Rus- 
sian Institute. 

Mr. Movtper. The record here, according to the testimony that we 
show, is that the person now employed as secretary doesn’t receive any 
salary. 

Mrs. Zworrtnskt. It is altogether possible. I said it is altogether 
possible, because funds were never too plentiful. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions. 

The Cuarrman. The witness is excused. 

Will you stand up and raise your right hand, please? Do you 
swear the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Pape. I do. 
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TESTIMONY OF LEON PAPE, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
HUGH R. MANES 


Mr. Tavenner. Will you state your name, please, sir? 

Mr. Parr. Leon Pape. 

Mr. TAvENNER. Will you spell your last name? 

Mr. Pare. P-a-p-e. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is there any abbreviation or a nickname by which 
you are also known, that is, slipanietion of your first name? 

Mr. Parr. Not that Iam aware of. 

The CHatrmMan. P-a-p-e? 

Mr. Pare. Like paper without an r. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will counsel accompanying the witness please iden- 
we himself for the record ¢ 

Mr. Manes. Hugh R. Manes, Los Angeles. 

Mr. Tavenner. Member of the California Bar? 

Mr. Manes. Yes, sir. 

Mr, Tavenner. When and where were you born, Mr. Papef 

Mr. Parr. I was born in the city of New York on February 8, 
1925, 

Mr. Tavenner. Where do you now reside? 

Mr. Parr. In Monterey Park, Calif. 

Mr. ‘Tavenner. Tlow long have you lived in California‘ 

Mr. Pare. It will be, in years, 9 years this month. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you lived continuously in California during 
that 9-year period ¢ 

Mr. Parr. Yes, I have. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you in the Armed Forces of the United 
States? 

Mr. Parr. Yes, I was. 

Mr. Tavenner. Over what period of time did you serve? 

Mr. Parr. I was sworn into the services in 1942, December, and 
served until March 1946. 

Mr. Tavenner. In what branch of the service were you? 

Mr. Pare. U.S. Coast Guard. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your occupation ? 

Mr. Parr. Iam a medical physicist. 

Mr. Tavenner. Doctor Pape? 

Mr. Pare. No, I do not have a doctorate. I have a master’s degree. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you give us briefly a statement of your formal 
educational training? 

Mr. Pare. Yes. I graduated Brooklyn Technical High School, 
served in the Coast Guard. Upon discharge went to Brooklyn 
College in New York City, graduated from there and then went 
to graduate school at the University of Southern California. 

Mr. Tavenner. In what field did you specialize ? 

Mr. Parr. Physics. 

Mr. Tavenner. What degree do you hold? 

Mr. Parr. A master of science in physics. 

Mr. Tavenner. A master of science 

Mr. Parr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. When did you obtain that degree? 

Mr. Pape. 1953. 


‘ 
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Mr. Tavenner. What has been your record of employment since 
that time? 

Mr. Parr. From 1953 till 1955 I worked as a toolmaker and then 
in 1955 obtained employment in my field as it is presently. 

Mr. Tavenner. What year? 

Mr. Parr. 1955. 

Mr. Tavenner. Asa toolmaker? 

Mr. Parr. Until then, yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. Until 1955 as a toolmaker, I beg your pardon. 
And since that time your employment has been what? 

Mr. Parr. Asa medical physicist. 

Mr. Tavenner. What are your duties as a medical physicist ? 

Mr. Pare. I work in the department of radiology in the hospital, 
where I am responsible for the physics associated with the use of 
radioactive materials and radiation in diagnosing and treating condi- 
tions. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Pape, are you at the present time a member of 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Parr. Mr. Counsel, I would like to indicate that I feel that 
the mandate of the committee, as I have understood from the liter- 
ature given me from the subpena, is such that I cannot find ground 
for the pertinency of the question that you ask me. I would like to 
further indicate that I feel that the mandate of the committee is so 
vague so that it is difficult for me to determine whether I am re- 
sponsible to answer. 

I would like, too, in view of these considerations plus the fact that 
the question that you asked me, I would humbly submit, is a question 
which requests information concerning my political beliefs and asso- 
ciations, which I feel are private information which I am not com- 
pelled to disclose based on constitutional guarantees. On that basis 
I will decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Tavenner. Let me make this explanation of pertinency to you. 
Dorothy Healey, the chairman of the Communist Party for the 
Southern District of California and a member of the National Com- 
mittee of the Communist Party, made a report to a convention of the 
district in Los Angeles in April of 1957, at which time she boasted 
of the leadership that her group of the Communist Party had given 
and supplied in connection with the H-bomb. 

It is the information of this committee that you have been utilized 
by going around to churches and other places and engaging in a dis- 
cussion, in One instance at least, under the title of “Doctor of the 
Scientific Phases of Radiation From the Use of the H-Bomb,” and 
in opposition to the policy, present policy of this Government with 
regard to it. It is certainly vital to this investigation to understand 
to what extent the Communist Party here is succeeding in the boast 
and claim of Dorothy Healey as chairman. 

The question asked you “whether you are a member of the Com- 
munist Party,” will be followed with questions as I have indicated. 
So I think you see the pertinency of the question from that explana- 
tion, do you not ? 

(Witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Parr. I would like to indicate that I feel that the question 
still is not pertinent to any, as I can understand, lawful and legal 
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procedure of a legislative committee. I would like to further again 
reiterate that I believe that the mandate is so vague that I am still 
not able to determine my responsibility in this case. 

Mr. Tavenner. May I have a direction that the witness answer? 

The CuarrmMan. You are directed to answer the question. 

(Witness confers with his rare 

Mr. Parr. I would still like to decline to answer on the grounds 

iven and further on the fact that the question serves no purpose 
in the legal mandate and purposes of a legislative committee and 
that because this in effect questions my political associations and 
beliefs about which Congress cannot legislate and therefore the com- 
mittee has no right as I understand it as an arm of Congress for the 
of legislation. 
e Cuarrman. And do you decline to answer the question ? 

Mr. Parr. I decline to answer the question. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you part of the leadership of the Communist 
Party which Dorothy Healey said she had furnished in the fight 
against the H-bomb in this area ? 

ve Pare. I decline to answer that on the grounds previously 
stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you a member of a professional group of the 
Communist Party, including for the most part scientists? 

Mr. Parr. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. How many public appearances have you made in 
Los Angeles in the fight against the H-bomb ? 

(Witness confers with the counsel.) 

Mr. Parr. I am not at this point able to say with accuracy in how 


many instances I have spoken on the question of radiation. 
Mr. Tavenner. I hand you an advertisement bearing date of June 7, 
1957, of an ry, lee meeting about H-bomb tests to be held at the 


First Baptist Church in Los Angeles, and I see that one of the speak- 
ers is listed as Leon Pape, Ph.D., Federation of American Scientists. 
You have already stated that you do not have a Ph.D. Are you a 
member of the Federation of American Scientists? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Pare. I would decline to answer that on the basis of the reasons 
previously given. 

Mr. Tavenner. You do not mean to contend, do you, seriously that 
being a member of the Federation of American Scientists could pos- 
sibly tend to incriminate you ? 

Mr. Pare. If I may indicate to you why I made that statement 

Mr. Tavenner. No, I want to test your good faith in refusing to 
answer that question on the grounds, among others, of the fifth amend- 
ment. That is all I am doing. I want to see if you seriously contend 
that being a member of that organization could in any way tend to 
incriminate you. 

Mr. Parr. [haven't stated that I am relying on the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. You have not? 

Mr. Pars. No, I haven’t on the self-incrimination clause. 

Mr. Tavenner. Very well. Then I think you should state it again, 
because I do not understand what your objection is. 

Mr. Parr. My objection is that the question requires me to answer 
questions concerning my associations and on the grounds that I have 
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previously stated, it is my understanding that the Constitution allows 
me my associations as a private matter about which Congress cannot 
legislate. Since this committee is ostensibly inquiring for the purposes 
of legislation, I can’t understand the pertinency, and, therefore, I de- 
cline to participate in that. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Chairman, TI ask you to direct the witness to 
answer. 

The CHatrMan. You are directed to answer the question. 

(Witness confers with counsel. ) 

Mr. Parr. I would like to reiterate that I find that the mandate of 
the committee is so vague as to raise the question as to the pertinency 
of this question with respect to a valid legislative purpose. I further 
decline because the mandate does not give me the necessary grounds by 
virtue of vagueness to understand and to accept a responsibility to 
answer. And further because the question violates my right to the 
privacy of my associations as guaranteed by the first amendment of 
the Constitution. 

Furthermore, while I am not claiming the self-incrimination clause 
of the fifth amendment, I do want to use the due process that is af- 
forded me. 

Mr. Tavenner. Let me put the question to you this way. Have 
you represented yourself as a member of the Federation of American 
Scientists? 

va Pare. I would decline to answer that on the grounds previously 
stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you been guilty of deception of the audiences 
before which you have appeared in claiming that you were a member 
of the Federation of American Scientists? 

Mr. Parr. I would decline on the grounds previously stated and 
because it requires me to draw a conclusion which I do not feel is 
a 

fr. TavenNer. A conclusion ? 

Mr. Pare. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Well, I don’t think that could possibly be a proper 
expression of what has occurred. If you are guilty of deception, it 
is not a conclusion; you know it. It is a fact or it isn’t a fact. Tt is 
not a question of conclusion. 

The Crarrman. What representations were made? 

Mr. Tavenner. I offer in evidence, Mr. Chairman, the advertise- 
ment that I have referred to earlier in his testimony entitled “An 
Important Meeting about H-Bomb Tests, Hear Leon Pape, Ph.D.. 
Federation of American Scientists, Friday, June 7, 1957,” and ask 
that it be marked “Leon Pape Exhibit No. 1.” 

The CHatrrman. Mark it and make it a part of the record. 

(Document marked “Leon Pape Exhibit No. 1” and retained in 
committee files. ) 

The CHatrman. What is this Federation of American Scientists? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Parr. I would decline to answer on the basis of the reasons 
previously given. 

Mr. Tavenner. I also offer in evidence and ask that it be marked 
“Pape Exhibit No. 2,” a thermofax copy of an article appearing in 
the June 8, 1957, issue of the People’s World entitled “New protests 
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prelude to bomb ban meet.” In the last paragraph I find this state- 
ment which I will read if it is accepted in evidence. 

The Cuairman. It is accepted. 

(Document marked “Leon Pape Exhibit No. 2” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. TavENNeER (reading) : 

Scheduled to speak at the Friends’ meeting were E. Raymond Wilson, national 
executive secretary of the Friends Committee on Legislation, and Dr. Leon Pape 
of the Federation of American Scientists. 

Did you, as early as 1957, give information which resulted in 
the listing of your name as that of a doctor and as a member of the 
Federation of American Scientists ? 

Mr. Parr. To the best of my recollection, since I have no right to 
use the term “doctor,” I have never given my name as a doctor or the 
title as a doctor to anybody. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you give it as a member of the Federation of 
American Scientists 

Mr. Parr. I would like to decline to answer on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

The CHairman. Do you mean to contend that if you admitted you 
were a member of this association you might be subjected to a criminal 
prosecution 4 

Mr. Parr. No, I don’t mean to contend this. I am not in any way 
ashamed of any of my actions. 

The Cuarrman. Are you a member of this organization ? 

Mr. Pare. But I feel that the question as to membership in organ- 
izations properly is one that I reserve for myself to decide whether or 
not to disclose. 

The Cuarrman. Are youa member of this organization ? 

Mr. Parr. I will decline to answer that question as previously 
indicated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you appear at the Baptist Church for the pur- 
pose of making the address advertised in the exhibit that I introduced, 
exhibit No. 1? 

Mr. Pare. I would decline to answer that question on the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you speak at the meeting referred to in exhibit 
No.2? 

Mr. Pare. May I see the exhibit? 

The CnarrmMan. Yes, sir. 

(Exhibit handed to witness. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. The last paragraph refers to you as being scheduled 
as a speaker on that occasion. 

Mr. Pape. Would you please restate the question for me again ? 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you participate as scheduled as a speaker on that 
occasion 

Mr. Moutper. What occasion was it? 

Mr. Tavenner. The occasion announced on June 8, 1957, as “New 
protests prelude to bomb ban meet.” As to the exact date of the 
—— which he was to make, I am not certain. 

r. Pape. I would decline to answer that on the grounds previously 
stated, and because I believe the committee has no right to inquire into 
my beliefs or the circumstances under which I express them. 
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Mr. Tavenner. In the various appearances that you said you made 
but you could not recall how many on this subject, did you explain to 
your audiences that you were a member of the Communist Party ? 

(Witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Pave. I decline to answer on previous grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you tell the committee, please, whether or not 
you were counseled regarding your appearances, public appearances on 
this subject, by units of the Communist Party or functionaries of the 
Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Pare. I must decline to answer that on the same grounds that I 
previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you a member of the Communist Party now? 

Mr. Pare. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Communist Party on 
June 8, 1957? 

Mr. Parr. Same answer, Mr. Counsel. 

F ett “iaamoagaug Were you a member of the Communist Party June 

Mr. Pare. The same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. IJ have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. The witness is excused. 

Mr. Manes. May I request of the committee that the name and the 
testimony of the witness not be disclosed ? 

The Cuarrman. The testimony won’t be disclosed, I will assure 
you that, because the young lady will not have it transcribed until 
ee back to Washington. 

r. Manes. May we also have the assurance that the name will 
not be disclosed ? 

The Cuarmman. As far as we are concerned, we will not disclose 
it. 

Mr. Pare. Thank you very much. 

The Cruarman. Do you swear that the testimony you are about to 
give will be the truth, the whole, truth, and nothing but the truth, so 
help you God ? 

Mrs. Parez. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF EDITH WEINER PAPE, ACCOMPANIED BY 
COUNSEL, HUGH R. MANES 


Mr. Tavenner. Will you state your name, please? 

Mrs. Pare. Edith Weiner Pape. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you spell your name, please? 

Mrs. Parr. The entire name, sir? 

Mr. Tavenner. The middle name and last name. 

Mrs. Pare. W-e-i-n-e-r_ P-a-p-e. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where do you reside? 

Mrs. Pare. 1190 Branhan Street, Monterey Park. 

Mr. Tavenner. Please state the place and date of your birth. 

Mrs. Pare. I was born in New York City on April 6, 1924. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will counsel accompanying the witness please iden- 
tify himself for the record ? 

Mr. Manes. Hugh R. Manes, Los Angeles, member of the California 
bar. 
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Mr. Tavenner. Was Weiner your maiden name? 

Mrs. Pars. Yes, it was. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your profession ? 

Mrs. Pare. I am a housewife. 

Mr. Tavenner. Our investigation discloses that you were at one 
time a WAC. 

Mrs. Pars. Yes, I was. 

Mr. Tavenner. When was that? 

Mrs. Pars. I served during the years 1945 to 1947 to the best of 
my recollection. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you now in the service ? 

Mrs. Pars. No, I am not. 

Mr. Tavenner. How long have you lived in Los Angeles? 

Mrs. Parr. As my permanent residence ? 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes. 

Mrs. Pare. Well, I don’t know whether you would consider my 
Army service as part of my permanent residency. I have lived here 
since my marriage, the greater part of the permanent part of my 
residency I would say since 1949, I believe. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you state your educational training, please, 
your formal educational training ? 

Mrs. Pare. I attended the public schools in New York City. I 
attended, and received the bachelor of arts degree from, Hunter Col- 
lege in New York City. I attended the University of Southern Cali- 
fornia in graduate study. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you a member of the Communist Party in Los 
Angeles ? 

Mrs. Parr. On the ground that this committee by its mandate is not 
legally in a position to ask me a question of this nature that would 
refer to associations, on the ground that the first amendment specifi- 
cally prohibits legislation in this area, and also on the fact that the 
mandate is so vague that it does not aiford ine a simple standard by 
which I may determine whether I am under a duty to answer this 
question, and further, since I am not, I cannot determine the perti- 
nency of this question as related to the mandate as it is stated, I must 
decline to answer the question. 

(Witness confers with counsel. ) 

Mrs. Pare. I would like to add also that I feel this question is 
impertinent to the investigation as I understand it. 

{r. Tavenner. Where did you reside in May of 1945 ¢ 

Mrs. Parr. May of 1945? I believe that was the month that I 
enlisted in the Woman’s Army Corps. I believe, to the best of my 
recollection, my residence was on Bostwick Street in Los Angeles. 

Mr. Tavenner. 3807 ? 

Mrs. Parr. That sounds familiar, but Iam not exactly sure. 

Mr. Tavenner. At that time, were you a member of the City Ter- 
race Club of the Communist Political Association ¢ 

Mrs. Parr. I must decline to answer that question on the same 
grounds as previously stated. 1 cannot understand the pertinency 
of this question, and I feel that it is outside the province of this com- 
mittee to ask a question of this nature regarding associations, since 
Congress cannot legislate in this area. 

Mr. Tavenner. At a meeting—— 
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Mrs. Parr. And all the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. At a meeting of the Communist Party for the 
Southern District of California on April 13 and 14, 1957, Dorothy 
Healey made a very extensive report regarding the duties of the 
members of the Communist Party and what constitutes the Communist 
Party line as handed down by the National Committee of the Com- 
munist Party. She reported that one of the most serious duties of a 
member of the Communist Party was to work in mass organization. 

We desire to understand and to learn all we can about the present 
purposes of the Communist Party in that field, the extent of this work 
in the mass organization as set down by the party on a national level, 
so I want to ask you whether or not since April 1957 you have been 
engaged in any particular work in that field at the request of the 
Communist Party. 

Mrs. Pare. I must decline to answer that question on the ground 
previously stated. 

(Witness confers with her counsel.) 

The Cuarrman. When yousay “I must” you mean “I do”? 

Mrs. Parr. I would like to add also that I decline to answer on the 
basis that the question itself is so vague that I cannot recognize the 
pertinency of this question as related to the investigation, 

Mr. Tavenner. That is certainly a sound objection, if I have not 
stated it clearly, so let me ask you specifically. Are you now engaged 
in Communist Party activities within any mass organization at the 
behest of the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Pare. I decline to answer the question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

— TavENNER. But not on the ground of pertinency of the ques- 
tion 

Mrs. Parr. On the grounds, all the grounds previously stated, 
including that. 

Mr. Patience: Well, in order to make the question more intel- 
ligible I think the only way I can do it is to go back and ask you 
about certain activities of that character which the committee is in- 
formed you have been engaged in prior to April 1957. For instance, 
were you a member of the Labor Youth League and engaged in work 
in that organization ? 

Mrs. Pare. I decline to answer that question on all the grounds 
previously stated. And for the additional reason that it is not 
related to any valid legislative purpose. 

Mr.,Tavenner. The Labor Youth League is a Communist organiza- 
tion, as you know. 

Mrs. Pare. Is that a question, sir? 

Mr. TaveNNeER. Yes. 

Mrs. Parr. I decline to answer that question on all the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Although it is not in existence at the immediate 
time. Are you engaged in any youth work at this time in response to 
any directive of the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Parr. I decline to answer that question on all the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Tavennenr. I offer in evidence and ask that it be marked “Edith 
Pape Exhibit No. 1,” a thermofax copy of an article appearing in the 
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January 19, 1948, issue of People’s World, entitled “Youth rally 
condemns UMT drive.” 

In the course of this article I find this statement : “Ex-WAC Edith 
Weiner was awarded an album of Josh White records for returnin 
the highest number of signatures, 34.” Will you look at it, please, an 
tell us what signatures you obtained and for what purpose ¢ 

(Document marked “Edith Pape Exhibit No. 1” and retained in 
committee files. ) 

Mrs. Parr. 1 decline to answer the question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated, and in addition I would like to add a further ground, 
that of infringing on my right to petition guaranteed by the first 
amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you not engaged in a campaign with the 
youth committee for the Independent Daesears Party in opposi- 
tion to universal military training in 1948 ? 

Mrs. Pare. I decline to answer that question on all the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you, on January 18, 1948, a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Pare. I decline to answer that question on all the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. ‘Tavenner. Did you also take an active part in the work of 
the Independent Progressive Party of California at the instance of 
the Communist Party or functionaries thereof ? 

Mrs. Parr. I decline to answer that question on all the grounds 
previously stated. In addition, I would like to add the ground that 
this infringes on my right to a secret ballot and to petition as previ- 
ously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. There certainly cannot be anything in the nature 
of a secret ballot about this. I desire to offer in evidence a photostatic 
copy of the Independent Progressive Party of California petition to 
participate in the primary election of June 1, 1948, with a number of 
signatories thereto, and ask that it be marked “Edith Pape Exhibit 
No. 2.” 

The Cuairman, Let it be marked and made a part of the record. 

(Document marked “Edith Pape Exhibit No. 2” and retained in 
committee files. ) 

Mrs. Parr. Is that a question, sir? 

Mr. Tavenner. No, Lam now going to ask you one. Will you please 
examine the exhibit? You will find at the end of it there is an affidavit 
over the signature of Miss Edith Weiner. Will you examine it, please, 
and state whether or not it is your signature? 

Mrs. Pare. I don’t understand what the necessity is of my having 
to examine the document when you have already introduced it into 
evidence. 

Mr. Tavenner. May I ask that the witness be directed to answer 
whether that is her signature or not ? 

The CHairman. You are directed to answer the question as to 
whether or not this document contains your signature. 

Mrs. Parr. I am sorry, sir, I find it very difficult to hear you. 

The Cuarrman. You are directed to answer the question. 

Mrs. Parr. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds previ- 
ously stated. 
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Mr. Tavenner. Mrs. Pape, the committee’s investigation in the 
past years has disclosed the existence of an organization known as 
the Servicemen’s Defense Committee, the purpose of which was to 
oppose the dishonorable discharge of Communists in the Armed Forces 
Me the United States. Were you a member of the Servicemen’s De- 
fense Committee ? 

Mrs. Pare. I decline to answer on all grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you attend the Los Angeles County convention 
held in January 1957? 

Mrs. Parr. I decline to answer that question on all grounds previ- 
ously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. I believe I have asked you a question of whether 
you are now a member of the Communist Party. 

Mrs. Parr. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Tavenner. To be certain, I will ask you now. Are you? 

Mrs. Parr. I decline to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. The witness will be excused. 

Mrs. Pare. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Manes. Mr. Chairman, may I respectfully request that the 
witness’ name and testimony be withheld ? 

The Crarmman. Will you raise your hand, please? Do you swear 
the testimony you are about to give to be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 


Mrs. Brarr. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF NAOMI CLAIRE BLAIR, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
JOHN T. McTERNAN 


Mr. Tavenner. Will you state your name, please ? 

Mrs. Buarr. Naomi Claire Blair. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where do you reside ? 

Mrs. Bratr. 327 Laveta Terrace. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will youstate when and where you were born ? 

Mrs. Brarr. Mr. Congressman, I was brought up to be a law-abiding 
citizen. I have always felt that it was my duty to cooperate with any 
legitimate agency of the Government engaged in carrying out legiti- 
mate activities. After very careful thought, I have come to the con- 
clusion that this committee is an unconstitutional committee, since 
under the first amendment Congress is prohibited from passing any 
laws which would restrict freedom of speech, opinion, or association, 
and, therefore, I feel it is my right and my duty as a citizen of the 
United States, in accordance with the teaching of my forefathers, to 
refuse to cooperate with this committee by answering any questions 
whatsoever. Therefore, I refuse to answer this question because I do 
not feel that it is pertinent to any legislation that could be proposed 

-as the result of any investigation carried on by this committee, since 
the investigation has been primarily in the field of thought and 
opinion, an area in which it is prohibited that Congress should pass 
any legislation. 

Mr. Tavenner. Pardon me. Will counsel accompanying the wit- 
ness identify himself for the record ? 
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Mr. McTrrnan. John T. MeTernan, Margolis, McTernan & Bran- 
ton, 112 West 9th Street, Los Angeles 15. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you born on March 21, 1902, in Berlin, Wis. ? 

Mrs. Buatr. I decline to answer for the reasons previously stated, 
and also because, although this appears to be an innocent question and 
the answer to which would be innocent, it is my belief that, considering 
the nature of this committee, answering this question might lead, be 
a chain in a link, a link in a chain or circumstantial evidence which 
might tend to incriminate me. And, therefore, under the fifth amend- 
ment, which says that nobody may be asked to be a witness against 
himself, and under the first amendment, under which I feel you have 
no business to ask me any questions at all, since you are an unconstitu- 
tional committee, I decline to answer, under the first and fifth amend- 
ments. 

Mr. Tavenner. According to an investigation that has been con- 
ducted by this committee—— 

Mrs. Buatr. May I smoke, Mr. Congressman ? 

The Sure. 

Mrs. Biarr. Thank you. 

Mr. Tavenner (continuing). It has received information that you 
were a member of the Zapata Section of the Communist Party. 

Mrs. Buarr. Is there a question ? 

Mr. Tavenner. Is it true that you are a member of the Zapata 
Section of the Communist Party of Los Angeles? 

Mrs. Buarr. It seems to me that the answer to that question might 
be an innocent answer, but I refuse to answer under the first and 
See. eee Again you are inquiring into associations and 
beliefs. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee has information that there is in 
existence now in southern California a new organization known as 
the Southern California District of the Communist Party and that 
in this district there is a council, a district council composed of 62 
members; that there are alternates to district meetings designated 
by the various sections of the Communist Party and sometimes these 
alternates are referred to as observers. Have you attended one of 
the district council meetings as an observer ? 

Mrs. Bratr. I decline to answer for the reasons previously stated, 
the first and fifth amendments, and also I believe, isn’t it the—may 
| be permitted to consult my copy of the Constitution? I think it is 
the fourth amendment to the Constitution which guarantees one 
against unlawful search. 

The right of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and effects 
and against any unreasonable searches and seizures shall not be violated. 

The committee seems better informed than I do, and I think that 
before it expects an answer it should state to me what it thinks I am 
guilty of and the source of its information, the person who makes 
the accusation. Under the Constitution we have a right to know who 
makes accusations. Now personally I feel that freedom in our coun- 
try will be much better guaranteed if everybody has a right to belong 
to the groups that they wish to belong to and to express their opinions 
freely. This was the opinion of my forefathers who participated in 
the founding of this country, and I have no reason to depart from the 
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very wise instructions that I think my parents and my grandparents 
gave me. I therefore decline to answer this question under the first 
and the fifth amendments, as I feel it is my duty as a citizen, a loyal 
citizen of the United States, to refuse to cooperate with this com- 
mittee in its unlawful, unconstitutional procedures. 

Mr. Movutper. May I ask you, do you consider it a privilege as an 
American citizen, as a loyal American citizen which you claim to 
be, to join or belong to a group which would advocate the overthrow 
of our Government by force and violence ? 

Mrs. Buarr. I know of no such group that advocates the overthrow 
of the Government by force and violence, and I do not subscribe to 
such opinions. However, I think this committee would do well to 
investigate some of the groups who have advertised in the papers that 
they intend to subvert the Constitution and that have even advocated 
secession from the United States. 

Mr. Movutper. You, a moment ago, asserted the right to belong 
to any group? 

Mrs. Buarr. To any group that is conducting itself in a peaceful 
and a lawful manner. I have no knowledge of any conspiracy. Now, 
if this committee knows of any conspiracy or any acts that are illegal, 
then I would suggest that they bring charges, bring this to the atten- 
tion of the proper authorities and allow it to take proper legal chan- 
nels. We have laws to take care of illegal acts. But when a com- 
mittee investigates opinions, associations, then it is in violation of the 
Constitution in every day of its existence. 

Mr. Moutper. Now, you declined to answer the question ? 

Mrs. Buatr. Under the first and the fifth amendments. 

Mr. Movtper. Under the first and fifth amendments. Under the 
fifth amendment you think that if you answer the question it might 
furnish information that would subject you to prosecution ? 

Mrs. Bratr. It is very probable, considering the nature of this com- 
mittee and the manner in which they distort things: very probable. 
In fact, I have heard that way back in colonial days a man was 
executed as a witch because he admitted he was in the barn at 6 
o'clock at night milking his cow. And somebody else, a psychotic, 
came along and said, “Sure he was in the barn and he was talking to 
the Devil, had horns. I saw the horns and the tail myself.” 

Mr. Movtprr. How long have you been in California ? 

Mrs. Brartr. I decline to answer for the reasons previously stated. 

Mr. Movtper. Do you belong to any illegal group or organization in 
the State of California ? 

Mrs. Brae. I decline to answer for the same reason. I know of no 
such organization. However, I decline to answer for the reasons 
previously stated. I don’t know what organizations you term illegal. 

Mr. Moviprr. Have you ever had any experience in making 
speeches ? 

Mrs. Brarr. I decline to answer for the reasons previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee has received considerable evidence 
over a period of several years relating to the activities of the Com- 
munist Party in the organization and promotion of the Independent 
Progressive Party of California, and the committee has at places noted 
the concentration of Communist Party efforts in that organization. 
The committee has information that you have been very active in that 
organization. I want to inquire from you whether or not your ac- 
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tivity was inspired by the directions or counsel of a Communist Party 
unit or any functionary in the Communist Party. 

Mrs. Buatr. I decline to answer for the reasons previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you met in Communist Party meetings and 
there discussed with the leadership, loyal leadership of the Com- 
munist Party, what course should be pursued in the Independent 
Progressive Party ? 

Mrs. Buatr. I decline to answer for the reasons previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was not the Downtown Club of the Independent 
Progressive Party the center of your activities in that type of work? 

Mrs. Buarr. I decline to answer for the reasons previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Weren't you the person who selected the speakers to 
appear before that group ? 

Mrs. Buiatr. I decline to answer for the reasons previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Weren’t you secretary of the club? That is, the 
Downtown Club? 

Mrs. Buiarr. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Of the Independent Progressive Party ? 

Mrs. Buiarr. I decline to answer for the reasons previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Weren't you active to the extent that you became 
a member of the State Central Committee of the Independent Progres- 
sive Party in 1954? 

Mrs. Buatr. I decline to answer for the reasons previously stated 
and for the record I wish to remind the committee that the Independ- 
ent Progressive Party was a legal organization. 

Mr. Tavenner. I desire to offer in evidence a photostatic copy of 
appointment of members of the State Central Committee in the year 
1954 of the Independent Progressive Party and ask that it be marked 
“Naomi Blair Exhibit No. 1.” 

The CHatrman. Make it a part of the record. 

(Document marked “Naomi Blair Exhibit No. 1” and retained in 
committee files. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. The first name appearing on the list of those ap- 
pointed is Nan Blair. Have you been known by the name of Nan 
Blair? 

Mrs. Buatr. I decline to answer for the reasons previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Approximately 4 years ago the Independent Pro- 
gressive Party of California lost its right to be on the ballot because 
of the failure to obtain the necessary petitioners or the necessary vote, 
I believe, to qualify under the State law. Now after that time, did 
the Downtown Club of the Independent Progressive Party sponsor 
the Progressive Forum ? 

Mrs. Bratr. I decline to answer for the reasons previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Isn’t it true that the organization is still called 
the Downtown Club? 

Mrs. Buatr. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Just a moment, but that it is the sponsor of the 
Progressive Forum ? 

Mrs. Briatr. I decline to answer for the reasons previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. I desire to offer in evidence a photostatic copy of 
the Downtown Club, Independent Progressive Party, report, without 
a date appearing thereon and ask that it be marked “Naomi Blair 
Exhibit No. 2.” 
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The Cuarrman. Mark it and make it a part of the record. 

(Document marked “Naomi Blair Exhibit No. 2” and retained in 
committee files. ) 

Mr. Tavennenr. I desire also to introduce in evidence a second report 
relating to the Downtown Club, Independent Progressive Party, re- 
lating to a club meeting and showing the names of the various officers 
of the club. 

The Cuarrman. It will be made a part of the record. 

Mr. Tavenner. May it be introduced and marked “Naomi Blair 
Exhibit No. 3”? 

(Document marked “Naomi Blair Exhibit No. 3” and retained in 
committee files. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. I also desire to introduce into evidence a number of 
thermofax copies of the Downtown Club News, all bearing the same 
address, and a thermofax copy of a flyer, “The Downtown Club 
Forum Presents Jack Greenhill,” ete., and ask that they be marked 
as “Naomi Blair Exhibit No. 4.” 

The Cuatrman. Mark them and make them a part of the record. 
Let me see the newsletter. 

Exhibit handed to the chairman.) 

mata marked “Naomi Blair Exhibit No. 4” and retained in 
committee files. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. I desire to introduce in evidence also thermofax 
copies of the Progressive News of February 5, March 1, and May 14, 
1958, and two undated issues, but appearing to be 1958, marked 
“Volume 5, VI,” and also “VII” and ask that they be marked with 
the appropriate number. 

The Cuarrman. They will be made a part of the record. 

(Documents marked “Naomi Blair Exhibit No. 5,” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Tavenner. I notice there is a heading on these various Progres- 
sive News reports “A Nonpartisan Community Club Dedicated to 
Peace, Freedom, and Equality.” Is nonpartisan an accurate descrip- 
tion of this paper ? 

Mrs. Buatr. I decline to answer for the reasons, for the reasons 
previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Isn’t it actually a tool of the Communist Party’ 

Mrs. Briar. I decline to answer for the reasons previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Most of these exhibits—and I am looking now par- 
ticularly at volume IV, No. 6, of May 14, 1958—are signed “The Ex- 
ecutive Board of the Downtown Club, Secretary Nan.” 

Does that refer to you as the secretary of that club? 

Mrs. Buair. I decline to answer for the reasons previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Weren't you the secretary of that club on that date? 

Mrs. Buarr. I decline to answer for the reasons previously stated. 

Mr. Taverner. In addition to participation in the work of these 
organizations, have you not been active in the Civil Rights Congress / 

Mrs. Buain. I decline to answer for the reasons previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. And the Los Angeles Committee for Protection of 
Foreign Born ? 

Mrs. Buatr. I decline to answer for the reasons previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you a nurse by profession ? 

Mrs. Biair. I decline to answer for the reasons previously stated. 
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Mr. Tavenner. I desire to introduce still another document in 
evidence, a thermofax copy of the issue of July 20, 1957, People’s 
World, in which Progressive Forum is advertised as having a speaker 
by the name of Nan Blair. 

Will you examine it, please, and state whether or not you are the 
person referred to? It is underscored in red. 

Mrs. Buarr. I decline to answer for the reasons previously stated. 

Mr. ‘Tavenner. May it be introduced in evidence and marked 
“Naomi Blair Exhibit No. 6”? 

The Cuatrman. It may be so marked. 

(Document marked “Naomi Blair Exhibit No. 6” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you follow the occupation of a nurse ? 

Mrs. Bua. I decline to answer for the reasons previously stated. 
When the committee starts inquiring 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you now a member of the Communist Party? 

Mrs. Buatr. I decline to answer for the reasons previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman, 

The Cuarrman. The witness is excused. 

Will you raise your right hand, please? Do you swear the testi- 
mony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mrs, Sitver. I do, 


TESTIMONY OF SOPHIE SILVER, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
JOHN T. McTERNAN 


Mr. Tavenner. Will you state your name, please ? 
Mrs. Sinver. Silver. 


Mr. Tavenner. It is noted that the witness is represented by the 
same counsel as the former witness. 

Were you born on September 22, 1899, in Novay, Russia? 

Mrs. Sitver. Right. 

Mr. Tavenner. What was your maiden name? 

Mrs. Suiver. Chelnick. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you spell it, please ? 

Mrs. Sitver. C-h-e-]-n-i-c-k. 

Mr. Tavenner. When did you come to this country ? 

Mrs. Sirver. In 1913. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you naturalized / 

Mrs. Sitver. Yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. As a citizen of the United States in New York on 
November 4, 1943? 

Mrs. Sttver. Right. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your occupation ? 

Mrs, Sirver. [am a garment worker. 

Mr. Tavenner. When did you come to California to make it the 
place of your permanent residence / 

Mrs. Sitver. I believe it was in 1946. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you lived here continuously since that date? 

Mrs. Stiver. Yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. According to the commiitee’s information, you 
were a delegate to and attended the Los Angeles County Communist 
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Party convention on January 5 and 6, held in Los Angeles on that 
date in the year 1957. Is that correct ? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mrs. Sirver. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of the 
first amendment. 

Mr. TavenNer. Were you also in attendance at a convention of the 
Southern California District held on April 13 and 14, 1957? 

Mrs. Strver. I refuse to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. According to the committee’s information, you are 
at present a member of the District Council of the Communist Party 
for the Southern District of California. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Tavenner. Is that correct ? 

Mrs. Stiver. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. The district council is the governing body for this 
district ; is it not ? 

Mrs. Strver. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. At a meeting of the district council on July 27, 1958, 
a number of controversial questions arose, did they not ? 

Mrs. Stiver. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did not Dorothy Healey, on that occasion, some- 
what reverse her earlier position of April 13, 1957, relating to Hun- 
gary and other questions and by a minority report oppose many of the 
declarations of the national leadership of the Communist Party? 
Tsn’t that true? 

Do you understand the question? It was a rather long one. will 
break it down. 

Mrs. Strver. No: I do not. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you recall a minority report made on July 27, 
1958, by Dorothy Healey, to the action of the national committee on 
various questions ? 

Mrs. Stiver. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you not oppose her and vote for the majority 
report which was presented in the form of a report by Eugene Dennis, 
a form of a report by Bob Thompson, and then in the form of a 
report on trade unionism ? 

Mrs. Stiver. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. You were one of those against Dorothy Healey, 
were you not, in that meeting ? 

Mrs. Strver. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you changed your position since July 27? 

Mrs. Stiver. I refuse to discuss my business. I refuse to answer on 
the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. What are the duties of a review commission of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Stiver. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Weren’t you a member of the Review Commission 
of the Juarez Division of the Communist Party in the years 1953, 
1954, and 1955 ? 

Mrs. Strver. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is it not the duty of such a commission to apply 
disciplinary action in accordance with the vote of the body? 

Mrs. Strver. Is that a question ? 
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Mr. Tavenner. Yes. 

Mrs. Surver. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. ‘Tavenner. Is your present address 319 Oxford Avenue, Los 
Angeles ? 

Mrs. Sitver. Yes, it is. 

Mr. Tavenner. At meetings of the Review Commission of the Com- 
munist Party, are the members brought before that body permitted to 
have counsel with them ? 

Mrs. Siiver. I refuse to answer on the same grounds previously 
stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions. 

The Cuamman. The witness is excused. 

Will you raise your right hand, please? Do you swear the testi- 
mony you are about to give shall be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Miss Joseruson. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JESSIE JOSEPHSON, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
JOHN T. McTERNAN 


Mr. Tavenner. Will you state your name, please ? 

Miss JoserHson. Jessie Josephson. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will counsel accompanying the witness please iden- 
tify himself for the record / 

Mr. McTrernan. John T. MeTernan, Margolis, McTernan & Bran- 
ton, 112 West 9th Street, Los Angeles 15. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you Miss or Mrs? 


Miss JoseruHson. Miss. 

Mr. Tavenner. When and where were you born ? 

Miss Josepnson. Leeds, England. 

Mr. Tavenner. What date? 

Miss Joseruson. April 27, 1919. 

Mr. Tavenner. When did you first come to the United States? 

Miss Josernson. I was brought here, I think, in 1923 or 1924. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you a naturalized American citizen of the 
United States ? 

Miss Joseruson. I am a derivative citzen through my parents. 

Mr. Tavenner. You are by way of derivative citizenship ? 

Miss Josepuson. Right. 

Mr. Tavenner. By virtue of the citizenship of your father ? 

Miss Joseruson. Yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. What was your father’s name? 

Miss Joseruson. I think I will decline to answer that, feeling that 
isan infringement on my right of the first amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. I haven’t asked any question regarding Communist 
Party interests of your father, but I do want to know the circum- 
stances of your naturalization, and I think I am entitled to receive it. 
Lask the chairman to direct you to answer. 

The Cuatrrman. You can answer that question. I direct you to an- 
swer that question. 

Miss JosepHsoN. Would you repeat the question, please ? 

Mr. Tavenner. What was the name of your father? You said you 
yi -iaaaliniai naturalization through your father. What was 

isname 
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Miss Joseruson. Julius Josephson. 

Mr. Tavenner. When and where was he naturalized ? 

Miss Joseruson. In Cleveland, Ohio. I am sorry, I forget the 
exact year—sometime in the twenties; I forget the exact year. 

Mr. Tavenner. When did you first come to California ? 

Miss Joseruson. In 1947. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your occupation ? 

Miss Boxer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Boxer? 

Miss Josernson. Yes, carton boxer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you give the committee, please, a statement 
of your formal educational training? 

Miss Josernson. I went tothe 11th grade in high. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee is informed that the Communist 
Party of Southern California is governed by a council, a district coun- 
cil composed of 62 persons, and ‘that you are one of those 62 persons. 
Is it correct that you are a member of that District Council of the 
Communist Party? 

Miss Joserpnson. I decline to answer that on the grounds of the first 
amendment. Secondly, I don’t think it is pertinent ; and, thirdly, T will 
not be a witness against myself to incriminate myself. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you attend the Los a, ge County conven- 
tion of the Communist Party held January 5 and 6, 1957, as a 
delegate? 

Miss Josernson. Same answer as previously stated. 

Mr. Tavennrr. The committee has received evidence relating to the 
Communist Party plans in youth organizations. We want to know 
the extent to which you engaged in the conduct of Communist Party 
work within youth organizations. 

Miss JosEpHson. Same answer as previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you not in early 1957 a member of the Labor 
Youth League ? 

Miss Josernson. Same answer as previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you not a member of the Communist Party in 
early 1957? 

Miss JosrrHson. Same answer as previously stated, 

Mr. Taverner. Did you attend the Labor Youth League convention 
of July 14, 16, 21, and 22, 1956, in Los Angeles? 

Miss Josrriison. Same answer as pr eviously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you received direction or advice from a Com- 
munist Party unit or functionary of the Communist Party to pene- 
trate and work in civic organizations and mass organizations in the 
community ? 

Miss JoseprHson. Same answer as previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you not been particularly active in the Com- 
munity Service Organization which is a non-Communist organiza- 
tion in Los Angeles? 

Miss Joserison. Same answer 2s previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you been active in the Los Angeles Rosenberg- 
Sobell Committee ? 

Miss Josepison., Same answer as previously stated. 

Mr. Tavr waER. And the Los Angeles Committee for Protection of 
Foreign Born? 
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Miss JoserpHson. Same answer as given before. 

Mr. Tavenner. The Independent Progressive Party ? 

Miss JoserpHson. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. The Civil Rights Congress? 

Miss JoseEPHSON. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. The Wells Defense Committee ? 

Miss JoserpHson. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. And the Eastside Defense Committee / 

Miss JosEPHSON. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. According to the committee’s information, you 
were identified by Dennis Lancaster, an F.B.I. operator during the 
Smith Act trial in Los Angeles in 1952, as a member of the Com- 
munist Party. Was he in error? 

Miss JosePHsON. Same answer as previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Communist Party in 
1952 ¢ 

Miss Josrrison. Same answer as previously given. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you a member of the Communist Party now ? 

Miss JosrpHsoN. Same answer as previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is your present address 273914 Dobinson Street, 
Los Angeles? 

Miss JoserHson, Yes, it is. 

Mr. Tavenner. There was a very important meeting of the Com- 
munist Party of the Southern District of California held on July 
27, 1958, at which Dorothy Healey made a minority report and Pettis 
Perry made a majority report. Our information is that you were 
present at that meeting. Were you? 


Miss Joseruson. Same answer as previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. The witness is excused, 

Will you raise your right hand? Do you swear the testimony you 
are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but 
the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. MacNair. I do, 


TESTIMONY OF ARCHIBALD MacNAIR, JR., ACCOMPANIED BY 
COUNSEL, FRANK MUNOZ 


Mr. Tavenner. Will you please state your name ? 

Mr. MacNair. Archibald MacNair, Jr. 

Mr. Tavenner. Spell your last name, please. 

Mr. MacNatr. M-a-c-N-a-i-r. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will counsel accompanying the witness identify 
himself for the record ¢ 

Mr. Munoz. Frank Munoz, 112 West 9th Street. 

Mr. Tavenner. When and where were you born, Mr. MacNair? 

Mr. MacNair. I was born in Chicago, ill. in 1921. 

Mr. 'TavenNer. Where do you reside ¢ 

Mr. MacNarr. 1235 West 68th Street, Los Angeles. 

Mr. Tavenner. West 68th / 

Mr. MacNarr. That is correct. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your occupation ¢ 

Mr. MacNatr. Lam an-unemployed laborer. 
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Mr. Tavenner. When employed, you are engaged in work of what 
type? 

"| fr. MacNair. Lama laborer, working in construction. 

Mr. Tavenner. How long have you lived in Los Angeles? 

Mr. MacNarr. I won’t answer that question, relying on my rights 
under the first amendment, the fifth amendment, and incidentally, 
I don’t think that it is germane or pertinent to the investigation. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee has evidence resulting from its in- 
vestigation that you were here at least as long ago as May 1, 1957, 
because at that time you were present at the May Day Rally sponsored 
by the Communist Party in the celebration of the Russian Revolution. 
Do you recall that incident ? 

Mr. MacNair. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds that 
I have already given. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you present at the May Day Rally in 1957? 

Mr. MacNair. Sir, I refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
that [have cited. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you a member of a labor union ? 

(Witness confers with counsel. ) 

Mr. MacNatr. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds that 
I have previously cited. 

Mr. Tavenner. According to the committee’s information you are 
presently the educational director of the Miscellaneous Industrial Sec- 
tion of the Communist Party in the Southern District of California. 
Are we correct in that statement ? . 

Mr. MacNatr. I refuse also, sir, to answer this question on the 
grounds that I have previously cited. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is Bernard Lusher the head of the section which I 
referred to? 

Mr. MacNarr. I refuse to answer this question on the grounds that 
I have previously cited. 

Mr. Tavenner. According to the committee’s investigation, you 
were a delegate to the Los Angeles County Communist Party con- 
vention held in Los Angeles on January 5 and 6, 1957. Were you 
a delegate to that convention ? 

Mr. MacNarr. I will not answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. You were also a delegate, were you not, to the 
Southern California District convention held on April 13 and 14, 
1957 ? 

Mr. MacNarr. I will not answer this question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is your principal assignment in the Communist 
Party now the carrying out of Communist Party directives within 
the field of labor? 

Mr. MacNarr. I will not answer this question, same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. What are the present Communist Party objectives 
in the field of labor in southern California ? 

Mr. MacNarr. I will not answer this question, same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you a member of the Communist Party now ? 

Mr. MacNair. I will not answer this question, same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. There was a very important meeting of the District 
Council of the Communist Party for the Southern District of Cali- 
fornia and certain functionaries on July 27, 1958. Do you recail the 
occasion ? 
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Mr. MacNar. Sir, I will not answer this question on the same 
grounds that I previously cited. 

Mr. Tavenner. But you were present, were you not / 

Mr. MacNair. I will not answer this question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. Raise your right hand, please. Do you swear the 
testimony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ¢ 


Mr. Mostry. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF CHARLES H. MOSLEY, JR., ACCOMPANIED BY 
COUNSEL, FRANK MUNOZ 


Mr. TAveNNeER. Will you state your name, please ? 

Mr. Mostry. My name is Charles H. Mosley, Jr. 

Mr. Tavenner. Spell your last name. 

Mr. Mostry. M-o-s-l-e-y. 

Mr. 'TavenneER. It is noted for the record that the same counsel ac- 
companies this witness as the former witness. 

When and where were you born, Mr. Mosley ? 

Mr. Mostry. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of 
pertinency. I don’t think the question is pertinent here. 

Mr. Tavenner. Let me put it this way to you. Were you born in 
Dallas, Tex., on the Ist day of November 1927 ¢ 

Mr. Mostey. I decline to answer that on the—I take the fifth 
amendment in declining to answer this question and I also take the 
first amendment, because I feel that this committee has no right to 
abridge my freedom of speech, my freedom to think, or anything else. 
So I decline to answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. In other words, you don’t have to answer any ques- 
tion propounded by a congressional committee ? 

Do you not reside at this time at 3319 Homeside, Los Angeles? 

Mr. Mostey. I decline also to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is not your occupation that of a factory worker? 

Mr. Mostry. I decline also to answer that question on the grounds 
prevously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you tell the committee, please, what formal 
educational training you have had ¢ 

Mr. Mostry. I also decline to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. According to the committee’s investigation, you 
attended the first convention of the Southern California District Com- 
munist Party held in Los Angeles on April 13 and 14, 1957. Is that 
information correct ? 

Mr. Mostey. I also decline to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you recall either hearing Dorothy Healey de- 
liver a report on trade unionism or have you read her report on trade 
unionism 

Mr. Mostey. I also decline again on the ground previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you hear the report made by her or have you 
read it relating to the requirement that rank and file members of the 
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Communist Party must engage in Communist Party activities within 
various mass organizations ¢ 

Mr. Mosuey. I give the same answer. I decline on the previously 
stated—on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. You have engaged, have you not, in work in the 
Labor Youth League ? 

Mr. Mostey. I also decline on the same grounds, the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you at the instance of the Communist Party 
or a functionary of the Communist Party endeavored to carry on its 
objectives within the Independent Progressive Party of California / 

fr. Mostry. My answer is the same. I decline to answer on the 
grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. I desire to offer in evidence a photostatic copy of an 
Independent Progressive Party appointment of members to the State 
Central Committee in the year 1954 and ask that it be marked “Mosley 
Exhibit No. 1.” 

The CHarrman. It will be made a part of the record. 

The first of the three names mentioned as members of the executive 
committee is Charles Mosley. 

(Document marked “Mosley Exhibit No. 1” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you been active in the affairs of the American 
Russian Institute ? 

Mr. Mostey. I decline to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you been active in the affairs of the Civil 
Rights Congress ? 

Mr. Mostey. I decline to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Information of the committee is that you appeared 
on August 30, 1950, at a city council meeting where an ordinance was 
being proposed to have members of the Communist Party register 
and you expressed strong opposition to it. 

My first question is, Were you sent by the Communist Party to make 
such an objection ? 

Mr. Mostey. I decline to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. In referring again to the work of the Labor Youth 
League, were you not a member of the Educational Committee of the 
Los Angeles Labor Youth League in 1957 ¢ 

Mr. Mostry. I also give the same answer. I decline to answer that 
on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are youa member of the Communist Party now? 

Mr. Mostey. The answer is the same. I refuse to answer that ques- 
tion on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions. 

The Cratrman. Will you raise your right hand, please? Do you 
swear the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Papua. Ido. 
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TESTIMONY OF FELIX PADILLA, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
JOHN T. McTERNAN 


Mr. Tavenner. Will youstate your name, please, sir / 

Mr. P-a-d-i-i-l-a. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will counsel accompanying the witness identify 
himself for the record ¢ 

Mr. McTernan. John T. McTernan, 112 West 9th Street, Los 
Angeles 15. 

Mr. Tavenner. When and where were you born, Mr. Padilla? 

Mr. Paptuia. I was born in Puerto Rico. 

Mr. Tavenner. When ? 

Mr. Papinia. On May 18, 1907. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where do you reside?) Where do you live? 

Mr. Papua. What do you mean, in Puerto Rico? 

Mr. TavenneER. Here in Los Angeles now ? 

Mr. Papiia. 2116 Glendale Boulevard. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you currently a member of the Communist 
Party? Are you a member of the Communist Party at this time? 

Mr. Papiuua. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of 
the first amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. How long have you resided in Los Angeles County ¢ 

Mr. Papitua. Ten years. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you engaged in the work of the Communist 
Party in Puerto Rico? . 

Mr. Papiia. I refuse to answer that question on the first amend- 
ment, same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Has your work in the Communist Party been con- 
centrated or centered in the field of Mexican-American population ? 

Mr. Papttxia. Like I previously say, I refuse to answer any ques- 
tions like this on the grounds of the first amendment and the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. As a matter of fact, in 1949 weren't you a member 
of the National Association of Mexican-Americans ? 

Mr. Pavia. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavennenr. I offer in evidence a thermofax copy of the Novem- 
ber 10, 1949, issue of the People’s World and the February 10, 1950, 
issue of the People’s World and ask that they be marked “Padilla 
Exhibits Nos. 1 and 2,” respectively. 

The Cuamman,. They will be made a part of the record. 

(Documents marked “Padilla Exhibits Nos. 1 and 2” and retained 
in committee file. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. Both of these articles refer to Mr. Padilla as the 
Mexican-American National Association—as being of that association. 

Are you familiar with an organization called the Trade Union 
Action Conference for Peace? 

Mr. Papruxa. Like I say before, I am not here just on the grounds 
of my first amendment, invoking the first and fifth amendments to 
tell you, to say that I don’t belong to any of those things, on the 
grounds of the first and fifth amendment I refuse to answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you not a sponsor of this conference? 
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Mr. Papixa. Like previously, I say I refuse to answer any questions 
regarding to those type on the grounds of the first and fifth amend- 
ments. 

(Counsel confers with witness. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you familiar with an organization called the 
Trade Union Defense Committee ¢ 

Mr. Papixa. Again I refuse to answer on the previous grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Chairman, I offer in evidence a thermofax copy 
of an article from the March 24, 1952, issue of the People’s World and 
ask that it be marked as “Padilla Exhibit No, 3.” 

The Carrman. It will be made a part of the record. 

(Document marked “Padilla Exhibit No. 3,” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of, or did you participate in, 
any of the meetings of the California Emergency Defense Committee ? 

Mr. Papa. Again I refuse to answer on the same previous grounds 
of the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you state whether or not it was the purpose of 
this committee to support the Smith Act defendants in southern 
California? 

Mr. Papmuxa. Again, I refuse to answer on the same previous 
grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. In January of 1953 were you assigned to the West 
Lake Club of the Independent Progressive Party ? 

Mr. Papitia. Again, I refuse to answer on the same grounds of the 
first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Los Angeles Committee 
for Protection of Foreign Born? 

Mr. Papa. Again, I refuse to answer on the previous grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Marxist Institute of 
Los Angeles County ? 

a I refuse to answer the question on the same previous 

rounds. 
Mr. Tavenner. Are you now a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Papiiia. Again, I have to refuse and decline to answer that 
question on the same previous grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions. 

The Cuatrman. The witness is excused. 

Will you raise your right hand? Do you swear the testimony you 
are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but 
the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Karz. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF ELI KATZ, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
JOHN T. McTERNAN 


Mr. Tavenner. Will youstate your name, please ? 
Mr. Karz. Eli Katz. 
Mr. TAavenneER. Will counsel accompanying the witness please iden- 
tify himself for the record ? 
r. McTernan. John T. MeTernan, 112 West 9th Street, Los An- 
es 15. 
Mr. Tavenner. When and where were you born, Mr. Katz? 
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Mr. Karz. I was born on August 10, 1928, in Brooklyn, N.Y. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where do you now reside ¢ 

Mr. Karz. 827 North Benton Way, Los Angeles. 

Mr. Tavenner. When did you come to the State of California for 
the purpose of making this your permanent residence ? 

Mr. Karz. 1953. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you lived here continuously since that date? 

Mr. Karz. Yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your occupation ? 

Mr. Karz. I am a lithographer. 

Mr. Tavenner. How long have you been a lithographer ? 

Mr. Karz. Approximately 10 years. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you state what your formal educational train- 
ing has been ? 

fr. Karz. I think that I am going to decline this question because 
I feel that it has no pertinency to any legislative purpose of this com- 
mittee, because I feel that the field of education is one particularly in 
which ideas are important and that the committee has no right under 
the Constitution to legislate in the field of ideas, and because I feel 
that giving information of this sort might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you familiar with the structure of the Com- 
munist Party of the Southern District of California ? 

Mr. Karz. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you not a sort of the governing body, that 
is, the District Council of the Communist Party for the Southern 
District of California ? 

Mr. Karz. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a delegate to the Los Angeles County 
Communist Party convention on January 5 and 6, 1957? 

Mr. Karz. I shall have to give the same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. And also to the California State convention of the 
Communist Party on January 19 and 20, 1957 ? 

Mr. Karz. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee has learned from the proceedings 
at these conventions which I have asked you about the importance to 
the Communist Party of its contemplated activities in the field of 
youth. “Have you been engaged in any Communist Party activities 
at the request of the Communist Party or any functionary thereof 
in this important field ? 

Mr. Karz. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you not on July 14, 1956, in attendance at 
the Labor Youth League convention held in Los Angeles where you 
were elected to serve on the presiding committee ? 

Mr. Karz. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you not also present at the convention of 
July 16, 17, 18, and 22, 1956, of the Labor Youth League? 

Mr. Karz. I still must decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. TaveENNER. Were you not nominated on July 22 to serve as 
Labor Youth League chairman of Los Angeles County ? 

Mr. Karz. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Our information is that you declined the nomina- 
tion. 

Mr. Karz. I have no comment. 
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Mr. Tavenner. I think you have anticipated me and you have 
answered. 

The Cuatrman. I didn’t hear you. 

Mr. Tavenner. He said “I have nocomment.” 

The Crarrman. I heard that. 

Mr. Tavenner. I would like you to state in all modesty, are you 
considered an expert on Marxism ? 

Mr. Katz. Well—— 

Mr. TavENNER. Nocomment? 

Mr. Karz. I will decline to answer that question, although I think 
it is rather humorous, on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Well, haven’t you served as an instructor in a 
series of classes which began April 24, 1956, on political economy by 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Karz. I, of course, refuse to answer that question on the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you participate in the activities of the Los 
Angeles Committee to Secure Justice in the Rosenberg Case ? 

Mr. Karz. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you now a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Karz. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrman,. The witness will be excused. 

(Whereupon, at 5:35 p.m., Thursday, September 4, the committee 
recessed until 9:30 a.m. Friday, 5, 1958.) 


THE SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA DISTRICT OF THE 
COMMUNIST PARTY 


Structure—Ob jectives—Leadership 


FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 5, 1958 


Untrep Srares Hovust or Represenratives, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE 
Comnirree oN Un-American AcTIVvITIES, 
Los Angeles, California. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION ! 


The subcommittee met, pursuant to recess, at 9:45 a.m. in Room 229, 
Federal Building, Los Angeles, California, Honorable Francis E. 
Walter (chairman) presiding. 

Present: Representatives oe E. Walter, of Pennsylvania, and 
Morgan M. Moulder, of Missouri. 

Staff members present: Frank S. Tavenner, Jr., counsel, and Wil- 
liam A. Wheeler, investigator. 


The Cuatrman. Do you swear the testimony “ra are about to give 


will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
you God? 
Mr. Wueerrr. I do. 


ut the truth, so help 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM A. WHEELER, INVESTIGATOR, 
UN-AMERICAN ACTIVITIES COMMITTEE 


The Cuairman. Your name is William A. Wheeler, and you are 
an investigator of the Committee on Un-American Activities? 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. On the 2nd of September did you call the witness, 
Don Wheeldin ? 

Mr. Wueeter. I did, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Where did you make the call ? 

Mr. Wuerter. In the room adjoining our hearing room here. 

The Cuarrman. That is where the witnesses have been instructed to 
report to before they are called ¢ 

r. Wueeter. They have not been instructed to report there, sir. 

It’s been made available to them to wait there until they are called. 

The Cuarrman. That is the room in which all of the witnesses who 
have testified have been meeting ? 

Mr. Wueeter. That is correct. 


1 Released by the committee and ordered to be printed. 
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The Cnamman. Did Mr. Wheeldin answer the call ? 

Mr. Wueeter. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Do you know Wheeldin by sight ? 

Mr. Wueeter. I donot. Oh, yes, I do. 

The Cuatrman. Did you see him there? 

Mr. Wueeter. No, I did not. 

The Cuarrman. Was he there? 

Mr. Wueerer. No, sir. In response to calling Mr. Wheeldin, Mr. 
— responded to the call, as well as another attorney, Loren 
Miller. 

The Cuatrman. Did they make any explanation about his where- 
abouts? 

Mr. Wueeter. Not to me, sir, no. I was told that he was not pres- 
ent, but where he was they did not say. 

The Cuamman. At this point we will introduce the subpoena 
served on such and such a day on this man. 

Mr. Tavenner. It was served the 31st day of July. 

The Cuatrman. And pursuant to which his two attorneys appeared 
at the hearing. 

Mr. Tavenner. May the exhibit be marked “Donald Wheeldin Ex- 
hibit No. 1.” 

(Donald Wheeldin Exhibit No. 1 consists of the subpena and the 
return thereon. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. Jerry Atinsky. 

The Cuairman. Will you raise your right hand, please, and swear 
the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? ; 

Mr. Atinsxy. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JERRY ATINSKY, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
SEYMOUR MANDEL 


Mr. TavenneR. Will you state your name, please, sir? 

Mr. Arinsky. Jerry Atinsky. 

Mr. Tavenner. It is noted that the witness is accompanied by coun- 
sel. Will he please identify himself for the record ? 

Mr. Manpev. The witness’ counsel is Seymour Mandel. 

The Cuairman. I did not get the witness’ name. 

Mr. Manveu. Jerry Atinsky, and I would like to make a request that 
the name of the witness not be divulged to the press in view of the 
statement that you, the chairman, made yesterday, that you wished to 
protect the names of the witnesses. 

Mr. Tavenner. When and where were you born, Mr. Atinsky ? 

Mr. Atinsky. October 9, 1917, Milwaukee, Wis. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your occupation ? 

Mr. Atinsky. Parking lot operator, although you know that, be- 
cause I was served on the job. 

The Cuatrman. We don’t know that. 

Mr. Tavenner. When did you first come to California to make it 
= ace of your permanent residence? 

r. AtINsky. I came in 1936. 


Mr. Tavenner. Will you tell the committee, please, what your for- 


mal educational training has been ? 
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Mr. Atrnsky. Three years high school. 

Ps Mr. Tavenner. Have you served in the Armed Forces of the United 
tates. 

Mr. Atinsky. Yes. 

Mr. TaveNNER. Over what period of time? 

Mr. Atinsky. 1941 to 1945, 314 years in the Navy. 

Mr. TavenneER. You received an honorable discharge? 

Mr. Atrnsky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Atinsky, it is the committee’s information that 
you are at this time a member of the District Council of the Commu- 
nist Party for the Southern District of California. Is that correct? 

Mr. Atinsky. I decline to answer this question on the following 
grounds: The first amendment, the fourth, the fifth amendment, the 
sixth, the ninth, the tenth amendment and the lack of pertinency. 

Mr. TavenNeErR. Will you tell the committee, please, whether you 
know the present membership of the Communist Party in the South- 
ern District of California? 

Mr. Atinsky. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Manpet. May it be stipulated at this time that the additional 
grounds for each declination will be the same as originally stated, 
word for word ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, it will be stipulated that when the witness 
declines to answer the question, the reasons for the declination are 
those originally stated. 

Mr. Manvew. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you attend as a delegate the Los Angeles 
yo Ap pean Party convention held in Los Angeles in January 
of 1957? 

Mr. Atinsky. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you attend a convention of the Communist 
Party of the Southern District of the State of California held on 
April 13 and 14, 1957, in Los Angeles? 

r. At1insky. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. It is the committee’s information that Dorothy 
Healey, chairman of the Communist Party for the Southern District 
of California, made a report at that convention—did you hear the re- 
port or have you read it since that convention ? 

Mr. Atinsky. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you aware of the action taken by Dovothry Hea- 
ley in the convention in soft-pedaling the Hungarian question ? 

Mr. Attnsxy. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you later attend a meeting of the district coun- 
cil on July 27, 1958, in which her position had been largely reversed on 
that question ? 

Mr. Attnsxy. I decline to answer on the same grounds. r 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee does not understand that you were 
present at that meeting, but I want to know whether or not you learned 
of the action that was taken. That is, did you learn either on a section 
level or any other level of the action that was taken at the meeting of 
July 27, 1958? 

Mr. Atinsky. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. In addition to your occupation that you described 
as being a parking lot owner 
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Mr. Manve. Operator. 

Mr. Tavenner. —operator, has the Communist Party utilized your 
services over a period of years in entertaining Communist Party 
groups or organizations being sponsored by the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Atinsky. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. You area folk singer, are you not ? 

Mr. Arinsxy. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you participate in “Songs for Peace and Rus- 
sia” program sponsored by the Southern California Peace Crusade on 
February 21, 1954, at the Park Manor, 607 S. Western Avenue ? 

Mr. Avinsxy. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you entertain at a function held on March 28, 
1953, at 32514 South Union Avenue sponsored by the Echo Park 
Chapter of the Civil Rights Congress ? 

Mr. Arrnsxy. I refuse to answer on the same grounds, 

Mr. Tavenner. You were at that date, that is in 1953, a member of 
the Echo Park Chapter of the Civil Rights Congress, were you not? 

Mr. Arrnsky. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you entertain at a meeting at 3670 Colonial 
Avenue, West Los Angeles, on July 10, 1954, the purpose of which 
was to meet the Smith Act defendants ? 

Mr. Arinsxy. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you receive directions or encouragement from 
any Communist Party unit or functionary of the Communist Party to 
take part in the work of the Los Angeles Rosenberg-Sobell Com- 
mittee ? 

Mr. Arinsxy. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you not entertain at the West Lake Chapter of 
the Los Angeles Rosenberg-Sobell Committee held on March 6, 1954? 

Mr. Atrnsxy. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you become active in the Independent Pro- 
—- Party of California as a part of your Communist Party 

uties ? 

Mr. Artrnsxy. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you entertain at a meeting sponsored by the 
sees: gpg Progressive Party of Los Angeles at the Cosmopolitan 
Hotel, 360 South West Lake Avenue, Los Angeles, where the meet- 
ng discussed the topic of Guatemala and peace? 

Mr. Atinsxy. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you take part, by way of entertaining, in a 
meeting held on July 10, 1954, at Venice, California, in a meeting en- 
titled, “Greet the Smith Act Defendants on Eve of Appeal,” where 
funds were being raised for the Smith Act defendants? 

Mr. Atrnsxy. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is there a branch of the Arts, Sciences and Pro- 
fessions Council known as the Song Makers of that organization ? 

Mr. Attnsxy. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. TavennER. Were you a member of it ? 

Mr. Attnsxy. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Chairman, I offer in evidence thermofax copy 
of a program of the First Unitarian Church of Los Angeles for 
November 25, 1956, showing Jerry Atinsky on the program held on 
that occasion. 
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The Cuatrman. I just received a letter from somebody mentionin 
that church. Is that located at 2936 West 8th Street, Los Angeles? 
It does not matter. Mark that and make it a part of the record. 

(Document marked “Atinsky Exhibit No. 1,” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Tavenner. I offer in evidence, and ask that it be marked as 
“Atinsky Exhibit No. 2,” a thermofax copy of a flyer advertising 
songs by the Song Makers of the Arts, Sciences and Professions Coun- 
cil of Southern California, featuring Jerry Atinsky and others. 

The Cuarrman. It will be made a part of the record. 

(Document marked “Atinsky Exhibit No. 2,” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you examine the exhibit, please, and state 
whether or not you performed at the time indicated by the flyer? 

Mr. Artnsxy. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Song Makers of the Arts, 
Sciences and Professions Council at the time and date of that exhibit ? 

Mr. Artnsxy. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you not also entertain for the East Hollywood 
Civil Rights Congress on January 22, 1955? 

Mr. AtINsKY. T refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I asked you a question a little while ago regarding 
your connection with the Rosenberg-Sobell Committee of Los An- 
geles. Did you not participate in community singing for the bene- 
fit of that committeee on April 26, 1956? 

Mr. Atinsxy. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I desire to offer in evidence, and ask that it be 


marked “Atinsky Exhibit No, 3,” a thermofax copy of the April 26, 
1956, issue of the People’s World. This article is entitled, “ ‘Commu- 
nity Sing’ to Aid Sobell Fight.” 
Document marked “Atinsky Exhibit No. 3,” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 
Mr. Tavenner. The article is as follows: 


A “Community Sing” to aid the fight to free Morton Sobell co-defendant 
with Ethel and Julius Rosenberg in the trumped-up “spy” trial and now a 
prisoner at Alcatraz, will be held here May 5. 

The sing to be led by Jerry Atinsky and others, will be held at 8729 Hollo- 
way dr. 

Did you participate in that program ? 

Mr. Atinsky. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you tell the committee whether or not as part of 
its plan, of the Communist Party’s infiltration into various strata of 
society in this community, it 1s the plan to use Communist Party mem- 
bers gifted in entertainment to perform on various occasions? 

Mr. Avinsky. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are Communist Party members talented in regard 
to entertainment used for the purpose of raising funds for Commu- 
nist Party purposes in this area? 

Mr. Attnsxy. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I believe earlier in my questioning I indicated that, 
according to the committee’s information, you were not present on 
July 27, 1958, at the meeting of the district council. T find I am in 
error in that and that, according to the committee’s information, you 
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were present. Therefore, I want to ask you whether or not that is 
correct. 

Mr. Arinsky. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you now a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Artnsky. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. The witness is excused. 

Will you raise your right hand, please? Do you swear the testimony 
you are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but 
the truth, so help you God ? 

Mrs. Byer. I do. 

The Cuarrman. Sit down, please. 


TESTIMONY OF MARGARETE ANN BYLER, ACCOMPANIED BY 
COUNSEL, SEYMOUR MANDEL 


Mr. TavennerR. What is your name? 

Mrs. Brier. Margarete Byler. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you es known by the name Ann? 

Mrs. Brier. Yes; that is my nickname. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will counsel accompanying the witness please iden- 
tify himself for the record ? 

Mr. Manper. Witness’s counsel is Seymour Mandel. Excuse me. 
And counsel makes the same request, that the name of this witness not 
be divulged by the committee nor its staff. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where do you reside? 

Mrs. Byer. 999 North Madison Avenue, Pasadena. 

Mr. Tavenner. When and where were you born ? 

Mrs. Byter. I decline to answer the question on the basis of the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you born in Germany ? 

Mr. Manveut. Would you permit her to give her grounds of declina- 
tion ? 

Mr. Tavenner. I thought she had finished. 

Mrs. Brier. On account of the first amendment, the fourth, the 
fifth, the sixth, ninth, and the tenth. 

Mr. Tavenner. Isn’t it a fact that you were born in Germany ? 

Mrs. Byer. I have to decline on the same basis to answer the 
question. 

Mr. Manvev. And counsel requests that the same stipulation as to 
the prior witness be incorporated herein, that all the grounds are 
accepted as if repeated word for word. 

The CHarrman. Yes; let that be understood. 

Mr. Manvet. Thank you. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you a naturalized American citizen ? 

Mrs. Byter. I have to decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. As a matter of fact, were you not born under the 
name of Margarete Ann Haller on June 14, 1909, in Hamuthsachsen, 
Germany / 

Mrs. ag I decline to answer all these questions on the same 
grounds as I stated before. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you not naturalized as a citizen of the United 
States in Los Angeles on July 12, 1940? 
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Mrs. Byxer. I decline on the same grounds as before. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is it not also a fact that you were a member of the 
Communist Party before the date of your naturalization / 

Mrs. Byuer. I decline to answer on the same grounds as stated 
before. 

Mr. ‘Tavenner. Did you attend a meeting of the Southern Cali- 
fornia District convention of the Communist Party held April 13 and 
14, 1957, in Los Angeles ¢ 

Mrs. Byer. I decline to answer the question on the basis as stated 
before. 

Mr. Tavenner. Ilave you not been assigned to carry out the Com- 
munist Party duty of working within the Independent Progressive 
Party of California and various community organizations / 

Mrs. Brier. I decline to answer on the same grounds as stated 
before. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Chairman, I offer in evidence a photostatic 
copy of the Independent Progressive Party of California petition 
to participate in the primary election of June 1, 1948, and ask it be 
marked “Byler Exhibit No. 1.” 

The Cuairman. Make it a part of the record. 

Mr. Manvev. I would like to register an objection to the introduc- 
tion on the ground that it is irrelevant and immaterial. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

(Document marked “Byler Exhibit No. 1.” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Tavenner. I will ask the witness to examine the affidavit 
appearing at the end of the petition over the name of Mrs. Margarete 
Byler and ask whether or not that is her signature. 

Mrs. Byer. I decline on the same basis as stated before. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you circulate that petition ? 

Mrs. Byer. I have to repeat, declining to answer on the grounds 
as stated before. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you active in the formation of the Inde- 
pendent Progressive Party in the State of California ¢ 

Mrs. Byer. I decline on the same basis as stated before. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you not accept as a Communist Party assign- 
ment participation in the Stockholm Peace Petition drive during the 
year 1950? 

Mrs. Byer. I have to decline on the same basis as stated before. 

Mr. Tavenner. I offer in evidence, Mr. Chairman, a thermofax copy 
of an excerpt from the August 10, 1950, issue of the People’s World 
and ask that it be marked “Byler Exhibit No. 2.” It refers to the 
activity of Ann Byler, Wheeldin, and others. 

The Carman. Make it a part of the record. 

Mr. Manpet. I object on the ground previously stated. 

The Cuamman. All right. 

(Document marked “Byler Exhibit No, 2,” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you a member of the Communist Party now / 

Mrs. Byter. I decline to answer the question on the same basis as 
stated before. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions. 

The Cuamrman. Any questions, Judge Moulder? 
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Mr. Movtper. No. 

The Cuamman. The witness is excused. 

Will you come around here, please, and raise your right hand? 
Do you swear the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so cae you God? 

Mrs. Jackson. Ido. 


TESTIMONY OF ELIZABETH RICARDO JACKSON, ACCOMPANIED BY 
COUNSEL, ROBERT L. BOAGS 


Mr. Tavenner. What is your name, please? 

Mrs. Jackson. Elizabeth Jackson. 

Mr. Tavenner. A subpena was issued for you under the name of 
Elizabeth Ricardo, I believe. You are the same person as Elizabeth 
Ricardo, are you not? 

Mrs. Jackson. Yes, Iam 

Mr. Tavenner. When were you married ? 

(The witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Jackson. October 19, 1957. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where do you reside? 

Mrs. Jackson. My mailing address is 1105 East Vernon Avenue. 
I formerly resided at 951 Irolo Street. 

Mr. Tavenner. What was your maiden name / 

(The witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Jackson. I decline to answer the question on the ground that 
it violates my constitutional right against self-incrimination, as well 
as it violates my constitutional right of free speech and association 
under the first amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. Now I have asked you merely for the name under 
which you were born. Do you honestly believe that to answer that 
question truthfully might tend to incriminate you ¢ 

Mrs. Jackson. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Mouuper. Which name is correct, Mr. Chairman, Ricardo or 
Jackson ? 

Mrs. Jackson. My present name is now Elizabeth Jackson. 

The Cuairnman. When did you become Jackson ¢ 

Mrs. Jackson. October 19, 1957. 

The Cuatrman. Was your name before that Ricardo? 

Mrs. Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. But Ricardo was your married name prior to your 
marriage to Jackson. Isn’t that true? 

Mrs. Jackson. That is right. 

Mr. Tavenner. Now I am asking what your maiden name was. 

Mrs. Jackson. I have declined to answer that question. 

Mr. Tavenner. Wasn’t it Elizabeth Smith ? 

Mrs. Jackson. I decline to answer as previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Weren't you born at Stamford, Conn. ? 

Mrs. Jackson. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. What was the date of your birth? 

Mrs. Jackson. I decline to answer that question as previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Wasn’t it November the 13th, 19130 

Mrs. Jackson. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee is very much interested in finding 
in the course of its investigation of Communist Party activities in this 
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area that you signed a letter on December 14, 1957, which was a state- 
ment of grievances against the leadership of the Communist Party and 
that that letter was addressed to the National Committee of the Com- 
munist Party. We are familiar with the contents of that letter. We 
know also that the letter was answered by a report made by Dorothy 
Healey, which she circulated among all of the sections of the Commu- 
nist Party so that it could be considered and studied on a section level; 
but notwithstanding her reply, a number of those who signed the 
letter of December 14 resigned from the Communist Party and exe- 
cuted a letter tendering their resignation. 

We do not find anything indicating you resigned from the Commu- 
nist Party; so I want to know what happened between December 14, 
1957, and March 26, 1958, to change your opinion regarding your com- 
plaint against the leadership, national leadership, of the Communist 
Party. 

Mrs. Jackson. I decline to answer the question on the ground that 
it violates my constitutional right against self-incrimination, as well 
as it violates my constitutional right of free speech and association 
under the first amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. You are aware of the fact, are you not, that there 
was great opposition by the Communist Party leadership in this area 
to Dorothy Healey’s leadership of the Communist Party, are you not? 

Mrs. Jackson. I decline to answer as previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. You are also aware of the fact that Pettis Perry 
advised the leadership of the Communist Party in this area that it 
was their duty to support the national leadership of the Communist 
Party, are you not ? 

Mrs. Jackson. I decline to answer as previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did that have anything to do with your changing 
your mind about resigning from the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Jackson. I decline to answer as previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are youa member of the Communist Party now ? 

Mrs. Jackson. I decline to answer as previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. What pressure was brought upon you to change 
your views as expressed in the letter of December 14? 

Mrs. Jackson. I decline to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. You were a member of the Moranda Smith Section 
of the Communist Party on December 14, 1957, were you not? 

Mrs. Jackson. I dsclins to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you sign the letter of grievances of December 
14, 1957, with the name “Elizabeth” and then the statement, “Moranda 
a meaning the Moranda Smith Section of the Communist 

arty 

Mrs. Jackson. I decline to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. You have been active on the staff of the Daily 
People’s World, haven’t you? 

rs. Jackson. I decline to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was any pressure brought upon you as a member of 
that staff to cause you to change the decisions reached on December 14, 
1957, as indicated in the letter of grievances ? 

Mrs. Jackson. I decline to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. You had been, for a long time, an active member in 
the Los Angeles Chapter of the Civil Rights Congress, had you not? 
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Mrs. Jackson. I decline to answer on the grounds previously 
stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. And also in the Independent Progressive Party 
of the State of California? 

Mrs. Jackson. I decline to answer as previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Your particular assignment to the Independent 
Progressive Party was in the Olympic Club of that party; was it 
not? 

Mrs. Jackson. I decline to answer on the grounds previously 
stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you attend as a delegate the Southern Cali- 
fornia District convention of the Communist Party held on April 15 
and 14, 1957? 

Mrs. Jackson. I decline to answer on the grounds previously 
stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you also a delegate to the Los Angeles County 
Communist Party convention held on January 5 and 6, 19574 

— Jackson. I decline to answer on the grounds previously 
stated. 

Mr. TaveNnNER. Is your present occupation solely that of house- 
wife? 

Mrs. Jackson. I decline to answer on the grounds that it violates 
my constitutional right against self-incrimination, as well as it vio- 
lates my constitutional right of free speech and association under the 
first amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further question. 

The Cuamman. The witness is excused. 

Mr. Tavenner. Just a moment, please. My attention is called to 
the fact that I failed to ask counsel for the witness to identify himself 
for the record. 

Mr. Boaes. I am the attorney. My name is Robert L. Boags. 

Mr. Tavenner. You were with the witness during the entire time 
of her testimony; were you not? 

Mr. Boas. Yes; I was. 

The Cuamman. Will you raise your right hand? Do you swear 
the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mrs. Pacrrico. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF OLA ROSS PACIFICO, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
ROSE S. ROSENBERG 


Mr. Tavenner. Will vou state your name, please? 

Mrs. Pactrico. Mrs. Ola Ross Pacifico. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you spell your last name? 

Mrs. Pactrico. P-a-c-i-f-i-c-o. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will counsel accompanying the witness please 
identify herself for the record ? 

Mrs. Rosenperc. My name is Rose S. Rosenberg. 

Mr. Tavenner. Does your middle name, Ross, indicate that that 
was your maiden name / 

Mrs. Pacirico. Yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. When and where were you born, Mrs. Pacifico? 
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Mrs. Pactirico. I was born September 7, 1902, in the rural area of 
Oklahoma. I believe it is listed as Blaine County now. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where do you now reside? 

Mrs. Pacurtco. 11148 Condon Avenue, Inglewood. 

Mr. Tavenner. California? 

Mrs. Pactrico. California. 

Mr. Tavenner. When did you first come to the State of California 
to make it the place of your permanent residence ? 

Mrs. Pacrrico. 1946. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your occupation ? 

Mrs. Pacirico. Iam a nurse. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you tell the committee, please, what your 
formal educational training has been ? 

Mrs. Pacrrico. I graduated from Teachers College in Oklahoma 
and took a bachelor’s degree in sociology, University of Chicago, and 
a master’s degree in public health at Columbia University in New 
York. 

Mr. Tavenner. When were you awarded that degree ? 

Mrs. Pacirico. 1946. I also am a graduate nurse, and I graduated 
from the Cook County School of Nursing in 1933. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mrs. Pacifico, the committee has learned of the 
reorganization of the Communists in the southern part of California. 
We understand now that there are two districts in California, the 
Northern and Southern Districts of the Communist Party, and that 
the governing body of the Southern District of California, of the 
California Communist Party, is a district council composed of 62 
members. We understand that you are one of those district council 
members. Are you? 

Mrs. Pacirico. I refuse to answer on the grounds of the first and 
fifth amendments. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you tell this committee how this council func- 
tions and what its duties are ¢ 

Mrs. Pacirico. I refuse to answer on the grounds of the first and 
fifth amendments. 

Mr. Tavenner. We understand that the membership in this council 
is made up of representatives from various sections of the Communist 
Party. Of what section are you a member ? 

Mrs. Pacirico. I refuse to answer on the grounds of the first and 
fifth amendments. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a delegate to the California State con- 
vention of the Communist Party held January 19 and 20, 1957—— 

Mrs. Pactrico. I refuse to answer on the grounds of the first 
amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. Just a moment.—which outlined the course that 
this reorganization should take ¢ 

Mrs. Pactrico. I refuse to answer on the grounds of the first and 
fifth amendments. 

Mr. 'Tavenner. Have you been a member of the Communist Party 
long time? 

Mrs. Pactrico. I refuse to answer on the grounds of the first and 
fifth amendments. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you discharged as a city employee. in 1949 
because of your refusal to sign the loyalty oath ? 


294 COMMUNISM IN SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA AREA 


Mrs. Pactrico. I refuse to answer on the grounds of the first and 
fifth amendments. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Communist Party in 
1951? 

Mrs. Pacirico. I refuse to answer on the grounds of the first and 
fifth amendments. 

Mr. Tavenner. We have learned of the Communist Party assign- 
ments of numerous members of the Communist Party to carry on 
activities within various mass organizations and among some organi- 
zations which are specifically sponsored by the Communist Party. 
Have you accepted any assignment of that kind ? 

Mrs. Pacrrico. I refuse to answer on the grounds of the first and 
fifth amendments. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you been active in the Independent Progres- 
sive Party of the State of California ? 

Mrs. Pacrrico. I refuse to answer on the grounds of the first and 
fifth amendments. 

Mr. Tavenner. Our investigation discloses that you have been a 
member of the Civil Rights Congress. Is that correct? 

Mrs. Pactrico. I refuse to answer on the grounds of the first and 
fifth amendments. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Southern California 
Committee Against Re-Nazification of Germany ? 

Mrs. Pacrrico. I refuse to answer on the grounds of the first and 
fifth amendments. 

Mr. TAavenner. Were = an employee in 1949 of the Los Angeles 
City Health Department ? 

Mrs. Pactrico. May I seek the advice of my counsel ? 

Mr. TavenneEr. Surely. 

(The witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Pactrico. I refuse to answer on the grounds of the first and 
fifth amendments. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you a member of the Communist Party now? 

Mrs. Pactrico. I refuse to answer on the grounds of the first and 
fifth amendments. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. Do you have any questions, Mr. Moulder? 

Mr. Movutper. No. 

The CuatrrMan. The witness is excused. 

Will you raise your right hand, please? Do you swear the testi- 
mony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Sazer. Yes. 


TESTIMONY OF HENRY SAZER, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
ROSE S. ROSENBERG 


Mr. Taverner. Will you state your name, please? 

Mr. Sazer. Henry Sazer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you spell your last name? 

Mr. Sazer. S-a-z-e-r. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will counsel accompanying the witness please 
identify herself for the record ? 
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Mrs. Rosenperc. My name is Rose S. Rosenberg. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where do you reside, Mr. Sazer ? 

Mr. Sazer. You have my address there. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you state it ? 

Mr. Sazer. 1662 Mohawk Street, L. A. 26. 

Mr. Tavenner. Los Angeles? 

Mr. Sazer. Yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. When and where were you born, sir ? 

Mr. Sazer. Russia, 1896. 

Mr. Tavenner. When did you first come to the United States? 

(The witness confers with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Sazer. In August of 1913. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are youa naturalized United States citizen ? 

Mr. Sazer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. When and where were you naturalized ? 

Mr. Sazer. 1921, Cleveland, Ohio. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your occupation ? 

Mr. Sazer. Iam a cap maker, making caps and hats. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Sazer, did you attend a meeting of the [South- 
ern Californie} District Council of the Communist Party on July 27, 
1958 

Mr. Sazer. I don’t see what difference it makes to this committee 
whether I did or did not attend such a meeting. 

Mr. Tavenner. Well, if you attended that meeting, you are in a 
position to advise this committee as to some of the things that occurred 
there. 

Mr. Sazer. I don’t think the committee has a right to inquire into 
my activities or associations. In fact, I believe that you are putting 
the problem upside down. I think it is my right as a citizen to inquire 
into the activities of my representatives instead of my representatives 
inquiring into my activities and associations. I don’t think you have 
aright todothat. Who are you? 

Mr. Tavenner. I am counsel for the committee. My name is 
Frank Tavenner. Now will you answer the question ? 

Mr. Sazer. I will not answer the question. 

Mr. TAVENNER. May I havea direction ? 

The Cuatrman. I direct you to answer the question. 

Mr. Sazer. I will have to resort to the protection given me under 
the Constitution under the first and fifth amendments of the Con- 
stitution. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did not Dorothy Healey make a minority report at 
that meeting in which she criticized severely the national leadership 
of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Sazer. I still challenge your right to inquire. 

Mr. TAaveNNER. May I have a direction ? 

The Cuamman. The witness is directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Sazer. As already stated, the first and fifth amendments, é 

Mr. Tavenner. After the completion of her report, did not Pettis 
Perry, who was at the time a member of the National Committee of 
the Communist Party from the Southern District of California, 
oppose the report made by Dorothy Healey and tell the members pres- 


ent that it was their duty to support the national leadership’s 
decisions ? 
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Mr. Sazer. I did not say whether I did or did not attend that meet- 
ing. Therefore this question, I think, is just out of order. 

‘Mr. Tavenner. May I ask that the witness be required to answer? 

The Cuairman. You are directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Sazer. I claim protection of the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you not take the floor at that meeting yourself 
and agree with Pettis Perry and state that the leader ship of the Com- 
munist Party in the Southern District of California is no good and 
that it should be replaced ¢ 

Mr. Sazer. My answer as previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you a supporter of the national leadership of 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Sazer. Still as previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you influenced in Communist Party decisions 
by the position taken by the Soviet Union on what the Communist 
Party of the United States should do? 

Mr. Sazer. I still challenge the right of the committee to inquire 
into my activities and associations. 

Mr. Tavenner. May I ask the witness be required to answer ? 

The CuarrmMan. You are directed to answer that question. 

Mr. Sazer. I claim the first and fifth amendments. That’s what 
you want, don’t you ? 

Mr. Tavenner. No. We want you to answer the question. 

Mr. Sazer. I don’t think you do, 

The CuHairman. Why don’t you try it and find out? 

Mr. Sazer. Because lots of things that you do don’t correspond— 
that you say don’t correspond with facts. F or example, you say in 


this morning’s paper that you are interested in pape: people’s 


jobs, and at the same time the police officer served a subpena on my 
job in the presence of my employer. That doesn’t add any prestige to 
the committee, in my eyes at least. 

The CuatrmMan. Let’s not get into a discussion of prestige. Go 
ahead, Mr. Tavenner. 

Mr. Tavenner. Our records indicate that you attended the Los 
Angeles County convention of the Communist Party held January 5 
and 6, 1957. Did you do so? 

Mr. Sazer. I challenge the right of the committee to inquire into 
any activities. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you refusing to answer the question ? 

Mr. Sazer. Yes, sir; under the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Tavenner. I would also like to ask you if you attended the 
California State convention meeting held on January 19 and 20, 
1957 ? 

Mr. Sazer. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Of what union are you a member? 

Mr. Sazer. I decline to state. 

Mr. Tavenner. You decline to state ? 

Mr. Sazer. That is right. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you, at the instance of the Communist Party, 
engaged in Communist Party activities or endeavored to do so within 
your union 

Mr. Sazer. I decline to answer. 
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F Mr. on Have you been active in the American Jewish Labor 
ounci 

Mr. Sazer. Same challenge, same answer, the first and fifth. 

Mr. oe Were you not executive secretary of that organ- 
ization 

Mr. Sazer. I decline to answer on the first and fifth. 

Mr. Tavenner. Isn’t it the purpose of that organization to advance 
the cause of communism in this area ? 

Mr. Sazer. Same challenge, same answer, on the first and fifth. 

Mr. TavenNeR. Have you been active in the work of the Los Angeles 
Committee for Protection of Foreign Born ? 

Mr. Sazer. Same challenge, same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you now a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Sazer. Same answer, same challenge, the first and fifth. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions. 

The Cuatrman. The witness is excused. 

Call another witness. 

Will you raise your right hand, please? Do you swear the testi- 
mony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mrs. Vauuens. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF VIVIAN VALLENS, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
BEN MARGOLIS 


Mr. TaveNNER. What is your name, please ? 

Mrs. Vivian Vallens. 

Mr. TavenneR. Will you spell your name? 

Mrs. VALLENS, V-i-v-i-a-n V-a-l-l-e-n-s. 

Mr. Tavenner. It is noted that the witness is accompanied by Mr. 
Ben Margolis of the California Bar. 

Are you Miss or Mrs. ? 

Mrs. VauuEns. Mrs. 

Mr. Tavenner. What was your maiden name? 

Mrs. VALLENS. Meyerowitz. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where do you reside ? 

Mrs. VALLENs. 9143 South Vicki Drive. 

Mr. TaveNNER. When and where were you born ? 

Mrs. Vauttens. New York City, February 5, 1930. 

Mr. Tavenner. When did you move to California with a view to 
making it the place of your permanent residence ? 

Mrs. 1944. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your occupation ? 

Mrs. Vauens. Housewife. 

Mr. TavenneR. Have you had any occupation other than that? 

Mrs. VALLENS. I have worked as a bookkeeper. 

Mr. Tavenner. I heard that you were an assembler. Was that cor- 
rect? Were you employed as an assembler ? 

Mrs. Vauuens. I think I have had a job at one time as an assembler. 

Mr. TaveNNER. When was that ? 

Mrs. VaLLENs. Several years back. 

Mr. TavenNnER. What was the general nature of that ? 


38253—59—pt. 2——-7 


at. 

r? 

lf 

nd 

of 
Ns 
ist 
ire 
in 
le’s 
ny 
to 
G0 
y 
ito 
the 
20, 
‘ty, 
hin 


298 COMMUNISM IN SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA AREA 


Mrs. Vautens. I fail to see what this has to do with this. I don't 
see the pertinency of that question. I fail to see, whether I was in as- 
sembly, what that has to do with this particular investigation. 

Mr. Tavenner. It isa matter of identification. 

Mrs. Vautiens. Well, I am Vivian Vallens, and I am me. That 
identifies me. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is the nature of the work of an assembler ? 

Mrs. Vauuens. I still fail to see what that has to do. 

Mr. Tavenner. May I havea direction, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHarrman. You are directed to answer the question. I don’t 
know what the purpose is. 

Mrs. Vautens. I fail 

(The witness confers with her counsel. ) 

Mrs. Vatiens. If Mr. Chairman doesn’t know what the purpose 
— 

The Cuarrman. But I think that counsel does. So it is a pre- 
liminary question, and I think you ought to answer it. 

Mrs. Vauuens. I can barely hear you. 

The Cuarrman. I direct you to answer the question. 

Mrs. Vattens. Would you re-ask the original question, please ? 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes. What general type of work were you engaged 
in as an assembler ? 

Mrs. Vatiens. Assembling parts for television sets. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee, in the course of its investigation. 
has learned that there has been a reorganization of the Communist 
Party in southern California; that, organizationally speaking, the 


t, Ol ) 
area is now within the Southern District of California of the Com- 


munist Party; and that that area is governed by a district council 
composed of 62 members. The committee is also informed that you 
are a member of that district council. Is that correct ? 

Mrs. Vatiens. I refuse to answer that question on the basis of the 
first amendment to the Constitution, which says that Congress shal! 
make no law abridging freedom of speech and press or the right for 
a to petition. I further decline to answer that question on the 

asis of the fifth amendment, which says that no person can be com- 
pelled to testify against himself. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you attend 

Mr. Marcouts. The witness has a ground. 

Mrs. Vauiens. I also don’t feel that that question is pertinent. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you tell the committee, please, what your edu- 
cational training has been, your formal education ? 

Mrs. Vatitens. My formal education ? 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes. 

Mrs. Vauiens. I went to grammar school, high school, and one 
semester of college. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where did you attend college ? 

Mrs. Vatiens. UCLA. 

The Cuatrrman. Where did you say ? 

Mrs. UCLA. 

Mr. Tavenner. What year was that? 

Mrs. Vatiens. 1947. 

Mr. Tavenner. Considerable emphasis was placed by Dorothy 
Healey in her report to the Southern California District convention, 
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held on April 13 and 14, 1957, regarding youth activities in the Com- 
munist Party. The subject was given consideration also at the Six- 
teenth National Convention of the Communist Party in New York, 
which was held in February, 1957. 

Have you for many years been active in a Communist Party assign- 
ment in youth organizations? 

(The witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Vautens. I feel that your question makes many assumptions 
that are not based on anything that factually is presented, and I also 
feel that any organizations I ‘do or do not belong to are my own per- 
sonal affair and not the business of anybody else, and I refuse to 
answer that question on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Let me put the question this way: Were you active 
while a student in the organization of the American Youth for 
Democracy ? 

Mrs. VALLENs. Same answer, 

Mr. Tavenner. The Youth for Wallace organization ? 

Mrs. VALLENs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. The Students Organizing Committee of the Inde- 
pendent Progressive Party ? 

Mrs. VALLENS. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you not, in fact, president of the Patriots 
Club of the American Youth for mena’ 

Mrs. VALLens. Same answer. 

Mr. TavenneER. Were you not a member of the Students Organiz- 
ing Committee of the Independent Progressive Party while you were 
at UCLA? 

Mrs. VALLENS. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. After completion of your college work, were you 
not active in the work of the Labor Youth League, which was the suc- 
cessor to the American Youth for Democracy ¢ 

Mrs. VALLENS. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you not elected to serve on the finance com- 
mittee at the convention of the Los Angeles County Labor Youth 
League held on July 14, 1956? 

Mrs. VALLENS. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you not, on August 2, 1956, elected to the po- 
sition of social director of the Labor Youth League of Los Angeles 
County although you were not present at the time of your election ? 

Mrs. VALLENS. Some answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you accept the office? 

Mrs. VALLENs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you aware of the program established by 
Dorothy Healey in the field of youth? 

Mrs. VALLENS. Same answer. 


Mr. Tavenner. Are you now a member of the Communist Party ? 
Mrs. VALLENS. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions. 

The CuarrmMan. No questions. 

Will you raise your right wre cel Do you swear the testi- 


mony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God? 
Mr. Bazrsxy. I do. 
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TESTIMONY OF LEO BAEFSKY, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, BEN 
MARGOLIS 


Mr, Tavenner. Will you state your name, please, sir? 

Mr. Barrsky. Leo Baefsky. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you spell your last name? 

Mr. Barrsxy. B-a-e-f-s-k-y. 

Mr. Tavenner. It is ste f that the witness is accompanied by Ben 
Margolis, a member of the California Bar. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where do you reside, Mr. Baefsky ? 

Mr. Bazrsky. 436 Brightwood, Monterey Park. 

Mr. Tavenner. When and where were you born ? 

Mr. Barrsxy. Chicago, Ill. 

Mr. Tavenner. When? 

Mr. Barrsxy. July 6,1919. 

Mr. Tavenner. When did you first come to California to make it 
the place of your permanent residence ? 

Mr. Barrsky. 1940. 

Mr. TavenNER. What is your occupation ? 

Mr. Baersky. [aman accountant. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you tell the committee, please, what your 
formal educational training has been ? 

Mr. Barrsky. Starting with grammar school ? 

Mr. TAvVENNER. Yes. 

Mr. Barrsky. Grammar school, high school in Chicago, a year and 
a half of college in Chicago, and the balance of my college education 
at UCLA. 

Mr. Tavenner. When did you complete your college work? 

Mr. Barrsxy. 1946. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you been engaged in youth activities of the 
Communist Party in Los Angeles? 

Mr. Barrsxy. I don’t consider this a question which is pertinent 
to the legislative function. I consider it an infringement of my rights 
which are guaranteed me by the Constitution. For example, I think 
you are familiar with the fact that Article I says that Congress shall 
make no law abridging freedom of speech or the press or the rights 
of the people peaceably to assemble and petition the Government for 
a redress of their grievances. I consider a question which discusses 
my activities is formed within the framework of this Article. 

The Cuatrman. Maybe I could point out to you the relevancy by 
reading to you a part of the report to the Southern California District 
convention by Dorothy Healey, in which she says: 

We are not in a position to project a definitive program of work among 
youth. We know that the future of our party lies in our ability to win youth 
to the cause of socialism, but while we cannot yet answer the question of what 
type of Marxist youth organization should emerge, we can state that high on 
the priority list of our party’s program, should be the planned and conscious 
approach toward the young people in the mass organizations and unions in 
which we [meaning the Communists] participate. 

Now it is because of this statement we are interested in knowing 
about youth activities. 

Mr. Barrsxy. Well, Mr. Chairman, as I understand it, questions 
must be pertinent to a legislative function, and legislation in the 
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field of ideas is forbidden by the first amendment. As I pointed 
out previously, the first amendment says 

The CHamman. Yes. I have a speaking acquaintance with the 
first amendment and all the other amendments, but I am going to 
direct you to answer the question. 

Mr. Mareouts. I don’t think the witness had an opportunity to 
completely state his grounds. I think you interrupted him while he 
was stating them. 

Mr. Barrsxy. I would like to point out, on the grounds previously 
-tated, and I read the gist of the first amendment, and I would also 
like to point out that I refuse to answer the question under privilege 
afforded me under the fifth amendment, which says that no person 
can be compelled to testify against himself. I add this without any 
indication of guilt on my part. 

Mr. Tavenner. The explanation made by the chairman taken from 
the report of Dorothy Healey has reference to that report which she 
nade at the first Southern California District convention of the Com- 
munist Party, held on April 13 and 14, 1957. Did you attend that 
convention ? 

Mr. Barrsxy. I am sorry, sir, I would like to refuse to answer that 
question on the grounds previously stated. I consider the question 
infringes on my rights of association and of freedom of speech and 
action. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you not studied the very report that was re- 
ferred to by the chairman ? 

Mr. Barrsky. I am sorry, sir, I will have to refuse to answer the 
question on the grounds previously stated. The question is not perti- 
nent to legislative inquiry, as I understand. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you aware of what is being done now by the 
( Tee Party of the Southern District of California in the youth 
field ¢ 

Mr. Barrsxy. I am sorry, sir, I consider any questions in this field 
not to be pertinent to a legislative inquiry, and I must stand upon the 
grounds previously stated in answering them. 

Mr. Tavenner. You have been experienced, have you not, in the 
Communist Party work within youth organizations back to the 
time of your college days; isn’t that so? 

Mr. Barrskxy. Mr. Interrogator, I must refuse to answer any ques- 
tions on my political beliefs or political associations. I consider them 
not a fit arena for legislation. It is expressly forbidden by the first 
amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. While at the University of California in 1945, were 
you not the executive secretary of the Four Freedoms Club of the 
American Youth for Democracy ? 

Mr. Barrsky. As I said previously, I consider these questions not 
relevant to a legislative inquiry. Thus, I must refuse to answer them 
on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. TAvENNER. Weren’t you on the editorial staff of the publica- 
tion known as Campus Currents which was put out by the Four Free- 
oa Club of the American Youth for Democracy of the Communist 

arty 

Mr, Barrsky. I must refuse to answer on the grounds previously 
stated. 
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Mr. Tavenner. Are you a member of the Communist Party now? 

Mr. Barrsxy. I must refuse to answer again on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. The witness is excused. 

Will you raise your right hand, please? Do you swear the testi- 
mony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mrs. Parness. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF ESTELLE PARNESS, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
BEN MARGOLIS 


Mr. Tavenner. Will you state your name, please? 

Mrs. Parness. Mrs. Estelle Parness. 

Mr. Tavenner. It is noted that the witness is accompanied by Mr. 
Ben Margolis, member of the California Bar. 

What was your maiden name, Mrs. Parness? 

Mrs. Parness. Estelle Kurland. 

Mr. Tavenner. Kurland. Spell it, please. 

Mrs. Parness. K-u-r-l-a-n-d. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where do you reside? 

Mrs. Parness. Norwalk, 10515 Angell Street. 

Mr. Tavenner. When and where were you born? 

Mrs. Parness. 1929, August 24, Phoenix, Ariz. 

Mr. Tavenner. When did you move to California for the purpose 
of making it your permanent residence? 

Mrs. Parness. I believe it was 1942. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee has learned of the contents of Dor- 
othy Healey’s report to the Southern California District convention 
of the Communist Party which she made at a meeting on April the 
_ 18th and 14th, 1957. Are you aware of the contents of that report? 

Mrs. Parness. I can’t see how this question could possibly be rele- 
vant or pertinent to anything that the committee has in mind. And 
since the actions and questions of the committee violate the Constitu- 
tion and the Bill of Rights, as well as my own personal convictions, I 
will refuse to answer any questions of this committee that will violate 
the first amendment to the Constitution and abridge my freedom of 
speech and right to associate with whom I please, and I also will 
refuse to answer any questions which might incriminate me as guar- 
anteed by the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. TavenNeER. Will you tell the committee, please, if you know 
what the plans of the Ceninnniel Party are, at this time, for the 
advancement of Communist Party objectives within youth organiza- 
tions ? 

Mrs. Parness. I cite my previous answer. 

(The witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mr. Tavenner. The meeting to which I referred as being held on 
April 13 and _ 14, 1957, was a meeting of the Southern California Dis- 
trict convention of the Communist Party. There was also a meeting 
later on July 27, 1958, of the District Council of the Communist Party, 
Southern District, California. Our investigation does not disclose 
that you were present, but did you learn of the directives and the 
action taken at that meeting? 
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Mrs. Parness. Questions of this nature are intended simply to 
smear, blacklist, and hound people who may have a dissident point 
of view and have the courage to express this point of view. I will 
continue to refuse to answer this question, and I cite my previous 
grounds. 

Mr. TavennER. Were you a delegate to the Southern California Dis- 
trict convention held on April 13 and 14? 

Mrs. Parness. I cite my previous grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you not been active for a long period of years 
in promoting the Communist Party objectives among youth organ- 
izations ? 

Mrs. Parness. This committee exists primarily to intimidate decent 
people into fear of expressing their ideas. This type of question is 
designed to do just that. I give the same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you tell the committee, please, what your 
formal educational training has been ? 

Mrs. Parness. Yes. I went to grammar school, high school, and 
4 ag of college. 

r. TAvENNER. Where did you attend college? 

Mrs. Parness. UCLA. 
mF res When did you complete your college work at 

Mrs. Parness. I left school to get married in 1949. 

Mr. Tavenner. While at UCLA, were you the chairman of the 
UCLA Chapter of the Labor Youth League, which was the successor 
organization to the American Youth for Democracy and the Young 
Communist League ? 

Mrs. Parness. Any questions of that nature I will give the same 
answer to. Any associations, organization, that I have belonged to 
are my own business. I will not be compelled by any committee to 
testify as to the nature of these organizations. The same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. After leaving the university, did you not continue 
your work within the Labor Youth League of California until the 
time of its termination in 1956? 

Mrs. Parness. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you now a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Parness. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. The witness is excused. 

Will you stand up, please? Do you swear the testimony you are 
about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but 
the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Sarnorr. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF IRVING SARNOFF, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
BEN MARGOLIS 


Mr. Tavenner. Will youstate your name, please, sir? 
Mr. Sarnorr. Irving Sarnoff. 
Mr. Tavenner. It is noted for the record that the witness is ac- 
companied by Mr. Ben Margolis, of the California Bar. 
en and where were you born, Mr. Sarnoff ? 
Mr. Sarnorr. I was born in New York City on May 25, 1930. 
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Mr. TavennER. When did you first come to the State of California 
to make it the place of your residence ? 

Mr. Sarnorr. 1946. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your occupation ? 

Mr. Sarnorr. I ama car inspector. 

Mr. Tavenner. Railroad ? 

Mr. Sarnorr. That is right. 

Mr. Tavenner. What has been your formal educational training ‘ 

Mr. Sarnorr. I went to public school, grade school, and high school. 

Mr. TavenneER. Were you in the Armed Forces of the United States? 

Mr. Sarnorr. Yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. How long? 

Mr. Sarnorr. Approximately 1 year. 

Mr. Tavenner. How long have you been engaged in the work of a 
railroad car inspector ? 

Mr. Sarnorr. I don’t see where that question is pertinent. 

Mr. Tavenner. Let me put it another way. What other work rec- 
ord have you had besides that of a railroad car inspector since being 
in California ¢ 

Mr. Sarnorr. I don’t see where that question, sir, is pertinent to a 
legislative inquiry. 

fr. TavenNER. May I havea direction? 

CuatrMan. You are directed to answer the question, Mr. Sar- 
noff. 

Mr. Sarnorr. If you wish—my employment in the place that I 
mentioned ; I was employed by the United States Army; and previous 
to that, I was an assembler for Hoffman Television Company. ° 

Mr. Tavenner. When did your services in the military forces end? 

Mr. Sarnorr. March 26, 1952, I believe. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you receive an honorable discharge? 

Mr. Sarnorr. Yes. 

Mr. TavenNnerR. Are you at this time a member of the District 
Counc for the Southern California District of the Communist 

arty ¢ 

Mr. Sarworr. On the ground of the first amendment, which pro- 
hibits legislative inquiries into the field of speech, the field of associa- 
tion, the field of ideas, I do not feel that this question is a proper 
question, and on the grounds of pertinence relative to the fact that I 
don’t see how that question is pertinent to a legislative inquiry of this 
nature, and on the ground of the fifth amendment to the Constitution, 
which protects a witness from being a witness against himself, I 
would refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Taverner. Did you attend the Los Angeles County Commu- 
nist Party convention held on January 6 and 6, 1957 ¢ 

Mr. Sarworr. IT would refuse to answer that question on the 
grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you attend the California State convention of 
the Communist Party held on January 19 and 20, 1957? 

Reet Sarnorr. I refuse to answer that on the grounds previously 
S 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee is informed that you attended a 

convention of the newly formed Southern District of the Communist 
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Party of Southern California on April 13 and 14, 1957. Is it true 
that you were there? ; 

Mr. Sarnorr. I would refuse to answer that question on the 
grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you familiar with the report of Dorothy 
Healey made at that convention relating, particularly, to the Com- 
munist Party attitude toward work within youth organizations? 

Mr. Sarnorr. I would refuse to answer that question on the 
grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you not been active in behalf of the Com- 
munist Party in the promotion of its program among youth organiza- 
tions ¢ 

Mr. Sarnorr. I would refuse to answer that question on the 
grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the American Youth for 
Democracy organization ¢ 

Mr. Sarnorr. I would refuse to answer that question on the 
grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. As late as 1956 were you not the labor director of 
the Los Angeles County Labor Youth League? 

Mr. Sarnorr. I would refuse to answer that question on the 
grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you not a member of the executive committee 
of the Labor Youth League and in 1957 a delegate to the Labor Youth 
convention ¢ 

Mr. Sarnorr. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated, 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you now a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Sarnorr. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr, Tavenner. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. The witness is excused. ; 

Will you raise your right hand, please? Do you swear the testi- 
mony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Tarpsor. I do. 


The CHatrMan. Sit down. 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM W. TALBOT, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
BEN MARGOLIS 


Mr. Tavenner. Will you state your name, please? 


Mr. Tatzor. William Talbot. 

Mr. TaveNNER. Will you spell your last name? 

Mr. Tarpor. T-a-]-b-o-t. 

Mr. TavenneER. It is noted that the witness is accompanied by Mr, 
Ben Margolis, of the California Bar. 

When and where were you born, Mr. Talbot? 

Mr. Tarpor. I was born in Panguitch, Utah. 

Mr. TavenNER. Will you spell it? 

Mr. P-a-n-g-u-i-t-c-h. 

Mr. Tavenner. What date? 


236 COMMUNISM IN SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA AREA 


Mr. Tarzor. 1908. My parents and all four of my grandparents 
were likewise born in Utah. 

Mr. TavennEr. Where do you now reside? 

Mr. Tarzor. 1806 Montana Street, Los Angeles. 

Mr. Tavenner. When did you first come to California to make it 
the place of your permanent residence? 

Mr. Taxzor. The fall of 1950. 

Mr. Tavenner. 50? 

Mr. Yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your formal educational training? 

Mr. Tarpor. I graduated from the eighth grade, grammar school. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your occupation ¢ 

Mr. Taxsor. Well, I have worked 14 years in mining. I worked 
in the building construction, canning factories, furniture factory, and 
the railroads, and machine shops. Most of the time as a miner. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you state whether or not prior to 1950 you 
were an organizer of the Communist Party in Utah and Idaho? 

Mr. Targor. On the grounds that that infringes on my rights under 
the first amendment to the Constitution, I invoke the first amendment 
in answer to that question. 

Mr. Tavenner. After coming to Los Angeles, have you not engaged 
in eee Party work within various Communist front organiza- 
tions 

Mr. Tazor. I think I will invoke the same answer to that question. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you not conducted Marxist classes over the 
period from May 3, 1953, to September 29, 1953? 

Mr. Tatzor. Same answer to that question. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a delegate to the State convention, the 
California State convention of the Communist Party, held in Los 
Angeles on January 19 and 20, 1957 ? 

r. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you not also a delegate to the Southern Cali- 
fornia District convention held on April 13 and 14, 1957¢ 

Mr. Taxzor. I will give you the same answer to that question. 

Mr. Tavenner. Didn’t you attend both of these conventions? 

Mr. Tarzor. That involves my right of association, and I will cite 
the same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you a member of a trade union? 

Mr. Tatzor. I will cite the same answer to that question. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you now a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Tarzor. Same answer to that question. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions. 

(Whereupon, at 11:45 a.m. Friday, September 5, 1958, the subcom- 
mittee adjourned, subject to the call of the Chair.) 
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Pusiic Law 601, 79TH ConGress 


The legislation under which the House Committee on Un-American 
Ac ‘tivities operates is Public Law 601, 79th Congress |1946], chapter 
753, 2d session, which provides: 


on it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
America in Congress assembled, * 


PART 2—-RULES OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Rute X 


SEC, 121. STANDING COMMITTEES 
* * * * 
18. Committee on Un-American Activities, to consist of nine Members. 


Ruie XI 


POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES 
* * * 


(q) (1) Committee on Un-American Activities. 

(A) Un-American activities. 

(2) The Committee on Un-American Activities, as a whole or by subcommit- 
tee, is authorized to make from time to time investigations of (i) the extent, 
character, and objects of un-American propaganda activities in the United States, 
(ii) the diffusion within the United States of subversive and un-American propa- 
ganda that is instigated from foreign countries or of a domestic origin and attacks 
the principle of the form of government as guaranteed by our Constitution, and 
(iii) all other questions in relation thereto that would aid Congress in any necessary 
remedial legislation. 

The Committee on Un-American Activities shall report to the House (or to the 
Clerk of the House if the House is not in session) the results of any such investi- 
gation, together with such recommendations as it deems advisable. 

For the purpose of any such investigation, the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit and act at such 
times and places within the United States, whether or not the House is sitting, 
has recessed, or has adjourned, to hold such hearings, to require the attendance 
of such witnesses and the production of such books, papers, and documents, and 
to take such testimony, as it deems necessary. Subpenas may be issued under 
the signature of the chairman of the committee or any subcommittee, or by any 
member designated by any such chairman, and may be served by any person 
designated by any such chairman or member. 


* * * * * * 


Rute XII 
LEGISLATIVE OVERSIGHT BY STANDING COMMITTEES 


Sec. 136. To assist the Congress in appraising the administration of the laws 
and in developing such amendments or related legislation as it may deem neces- 
sary, each standing committee of the Senate pes the House of Representatives 
shall exercise continuous watchfulness of the execution by the administrative 
agencies concerned of any laws, the subject matter of which is within the jurisdic- 
tion of such committee; and, for that purpose, shall study all pertinent report 
and data submitted to the Congress by the agencies in the executive branch of 
the Government. 
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RULES ADOPTED BY THE 86TH CONGRESS 


House Resolution 7, January 7, 1959 
* 


Rute X 


STANDING COMMITTEES 


1. There shall be elected by the House, at the commencement of each Con- 
eress, 
(q) Committee on Un-American Activities, to consist of nine Members. 
* * * * 4 


XI 


POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES 
* * * * 


18. Committee on Un-American Activities. 

(a) Un-American activities. 

(b) The Committee on Un-American Activities, as a whole or by subcommitt.e, 
is authorized to make from time to time investigations of (1) the extent, char- 
acter, and objects of un-American propaganda activities in the United States, 
(2) the diffusion within the United States of subversive and un-American prop- 
aganda that is instigated from foreign countries or of a domestic origin and 
attacks the principle of the form of government as guaranteed by our Constitu- 
tion, and (3) all other questions in relation thereto that would aid Congress 
in any necessary remedial legis]ation. 

The Committee on Un-American Activities shall report to the House (or to the 
Clerk of the House if the House is not in session) the results of any such investi- 
gation, together with such recommendations as it deems advisable. 

For the purpose of any such investigation, the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit and act at such times 
and places within the United States, whether or not the House is sitting, has 
recessed, or has adjourned, to hold such hearings, to require the attendance 
of such witnesses and the production of such books, papers, and documents, and 
to take such testimony, as it deems necessary. Subpenas may be issued under 
the signature of the chairman of the committee or any subcommittee, or by any 
member designated by any such chairman, and may be served by any person 
designated by anv such chairman or member. 

x * * * * * * 

26. To assist the House in appraising the administration of the laws and in 
developing such amendments or related legislation as it may deem necessary, 
each standing committee of the House shall exercise continuous watchfulness 
of the execution by the administrative agencies concerned of any laws, the subject 
matter of which is within the jurisdiction of such committee; and, for that 
purpose, shall study all pertinent reports and data submitted to the House by 
the agencies in the exeeutive branch of the Government. 
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THE SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA DISTRICT OF THE 
COMMUNIST PARTY 


Structure—Objectives—Leadership 
(Part 3) 


TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 24, 1959 


Unirep States House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE 
CoMMITTEE ON UN-AMERICAN ACTIVITIES, 
Los Angeles, Calif. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION ? 


‘The subcommittee of the Committee on Un-American Activities met, 
pursuant to eall, at 9:30 a.m., in room 229, Federal Building, Los 
Angeles, Calif., Hon. Francis E. Walter errs presiding. 

Committee members present: Representatives Francis E. Walter, 
of Pennsylvania; Morgan M. Moulder, of Missouri; and August E. 
Johansen, of Michigan. 


Staff members present: Frank S. Tavenner, Jr., counsel ; William A. 
Wheeler, investigator; and Mrs. William A. Wheeler, acting clerk. 
Chairman Wa ter. The committee will come to order. 


Will you raise your right hand, please? Do te swear the testi- 
mony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 
Mrs. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF CHARLENE MITCHELL, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
JEAN KIDWELL 


Mr. TavenNER. State your name, please. 

Mrs. Charlene Mitchell. 

Mr. Tavenner. Miss or Mrs. ? 

Mrs. Mrs. 

Mr. TavenneEr. It is noted that you are accompanied by counsel. 
Mrs. Mircuety. Tam. 

Mr. Tavenner. Counsel, will you please identify yourself? 

Miss Kmwetu. Miss Jean Kidwell, Pestana & Kidwell. 

Mr. Tavenner. Of the Los Angeles Bar? 

Miss Kipwetu. Yes. 


1 Released by the committee and ordered to be printed. 

The executive testimony herewith released formed part of the background information 
on which is based the “Report on the Southern California District of the Communist 
Party : Structure—Objectives—Letadership,” H. Rept. No. 259, released by the Committee 
on Un-American Activities on Apr. 3, 1959. 
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Chairman Watter. This is a continuation of the hearing begun by 
the Committee on Un-American Activities in Los Angeles, Septem- 
ber 2,1958. It is authorized by a resolution adopted by the committee 
on the 23d day of January 1959, which reads as follows: 


Be it resolved, That a hearing by the Committee on Un-American Activities, 
or a subcommittee thereof, to be held in Los Angeles, Calif., or at such other 
place or places as the chairman may designate, on such date or dates as the 
chairman may determine, be authorized and approved, including the conduct 
of investigations deemed reasonably necessary by the staff in preparation there- 
for, relating to the extent, character, and objects of Communist Party activities 
in California, with special reference to such activities in southern California, 
the legislative purpose being: 

1. (a) To obtain additional information for use by the committee in its con- 
sideration of section 16 of H.R. 9352 relating to the proposed amendment of 
section 4 of the Communist Control Act of 1954 referred to the Committee on 
Un-American Activities on August 19, 1957, prescribing a penalty for knowingly 
and willfully becoming or remaining a member of the Communist Party with 
knowledge of the purpose or objectives thereof ; and 

(b) To obtain additional information, adding to the committee’s overall 
knowledge on the subject so that Congress may be kept informed and thus pre- 
pared to enact remedial legislation in the national defense and for internal 
security, when and if the exigencies of the situation require it. 

2. In the exercise of continuous watchfulness of the execution by the adminis- 
trative agency concerned of laws, the subject matter of which is within the 
jurisdiction of this committee, to obtain information to assist the House in 
appraising the administration of such laws and in developing such amendments 
or related legislation as the committee may deem necessary. 

Be it further resolved, That the hearings may include any other matter within 
the jurisdiction of the committee, which it, or any subcommittee thereof appointed 
to conduct this hearing, may designate. 


Let the record show that pursuant to law and the rules of this com- 


mittee, I, as chairman, appointed a subcommittee for the purpose of 
conducting these hearings composed of Representatives Morgan M. 
Moulder and August E. Johansen, as associate members, and myself, 
Francis E. Walter, as chairman. 

The order of appointment of the subcommittee will be set forth in 
the record at this point. 

(The order of appointment is as follows :) 


Fesrvuary 5, 1959. 
To: Mr. Richard Arens, Staff Director, House Committee on Un-American 
Activities. 

Pursuant to the provisions of the law and the rules of this committee, I hereby 
appoint a subcommittee of the Committee on Un-American Activities, consisting 
of Representatives Morgan M. Moulder and August E. Johansen as associate 
members, and myself, Francis E. Walter, as chairman, to conduct hearings in 
executive session in Los Angeles, Calif., Tuesday, February 24, 1959, at 10 a.m., 
on subjects under investigation by the committee and take such testimony on 
said day or succeeding days, as it may deem necessary. Please make this action 
a matter of committee record. 

If any member indicates his inability to serve, please notify me. 

Given under my hand this fifth day of February, 1959. 

/s/ FRANCIS BE. WALTER, 
Chairman, The Committee on Un-American Activities. 


Mr. Water. The committee resolution adequately sets forth the 
subject and purposes of this hearing. As stated at the inception of 
the hearing in September, information has come to the committee of 
renewed Communist Party activities in this area. The direction and 
extent of this renewed activity and its purposes are deemed by thie 
committee to be of such importance to the welfare and defense of 
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the country as to justify this investigation in order that remedial 
legislation may be recommended designed to meet new threats of 
subversion. 

You may proceed, Mr. Tavenner. 

Mrs. Mircnett. I have a statement that I would like to submit 
before the committee if this is possible. 

Mr. Warer. You may submit the statement and it will be made a 
part of our records. 

Mr. Tavenner. State your address, please. 

Mrs. Mrrcueny. 2411 West 23d Street. 

Mr. Tavenner. Los Angeles? 

Mrs. Mrrcuevy. That is right. 

Mr. Tavenner. When and where were you born? 

Mrs. MircHe.y. 1930, in Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Mr. Tavenner. What was your maiden name? 

Mrs. Alexander. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you tell the committee, please, briefly, what 
your formal educational training has been ? 

Mrs. Mircneti. The usual grammar school, high school, and com- 
pleted 2 years of college. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where did you attend college? 

Mrs. Herzl Junior College in Ill. 

_ TaveNNER. What was the date of the completion of your 
WOrK? 

Mrs. Mircuruy. I think June of 1950. 

Mr. Tavenner. When did you first come to California to make it 
your place of residence ? 

Mrs. Mrrcuetyi. About 4 years ago. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where did you live prior to that? 

Mrs. Chicago, Il. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your occupation ? 

Mrs. Mircuewn. I refuse to answer that question on all the grounds 
afforded me by the United States Constitution. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you at this time a salaried 7 of the 
Communist Party in the Southern District of California ‘ 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. What was your first employment after coming to 
California 4 years ago? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. TAvenner. What was your occupation in Chicago before 
coming to California? 

Mrs. Mircnett. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you be a little more definite as to the time that 
you came here? 

Mrs. Mircnety. It is roughly 4 years ago. I can’t remember the 
exact date. 
P Mr. Tavenner. Were you sent here by the Communist Party from 

hicago? 

Mrs, Mircuety. I stand on the previous grounds. pies 

Mr. Taverner. When you first came from Chicago to California did 
you engage in youth work in this area? 

Mrs. Same answer. 


Mr. Taverner. By youth work, IT mean youth work within the 
Communist Party. 
38253—59—pt. 3 


n- 
ee 
PS, 
er 
he 
ct 
es 
ia, 
n- 
of 
on 
ly 
th 
ill 
al 
is- 
he 
in 
ts 
in 
ad 
1- 
of 
{. 
f, 
n 
in 
1g 
te 
in 
e 

f 

f 

d 

e 

f 


240 COMMUNISM IN SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA AREA 


Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. TavenNER. Were you associated from the time of your arrival 
in Los Angeles to a comparatively recent date with the Labor Youth 
League? 

Mrs. Mircueiy. You are going into the field of my affiliations and 
associations, and I must refuse to answer on the grounds afforded me 
by the United States Constitution. 

Mr. TaveENNER. What grounds are those ? 

Mrs. Mircue.yu. All of the grounds of the Constitution. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you relying upon that part of the fifth amend- 
ment relating to self-incrimination ? 

Mrs. Mircue.y. The Constitution and all its amendments. 

Mr. Movtper. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt? May I ask that 
the witness be directed to answer the question for the reason that there 
should be some showing of whether or not she is acting in good faith 
in claiming the protection of the Constitution. 

Mr. Waurrr. Yes; I direct you to answer that question. 

Mrs. Mircueti. I refuse on the grounds of the first, the fifth, and 
all those amendments that protect my rights. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Chairman, I think I should read into the record 
- that the Labor Youth League was cited by Attorney General J. How- 
ard McGrath in his letter released August 30, 1950, as a “Communist 
organization” which “has taken the place of the two prior organiza- 
tions as the organization for young Communists,”—that is, the Young 
Communist League and American Youth for Democracy. 

Did you attend the Labor Youth League convention held in Los 
Angeles in July of 1956 ? 

Mrs. Mrrcue. I refuse to answer on the grounds previously men- 
tioned. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you not one of the seven members of the pre- 
siding committee of that convention ? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. The Labor Youth League is not now in existence, 
is it? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do youknow why it went out of existence? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavennenr. Is it not a fact that it went out of existence because 
its activity had become publicly known and, therefore, it could not be 
supported? Is that not true? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you at this time a member at large of the Com- 
munist Party of the United States? . 

Mrs. Mircnet1. You are again going into the field of associations. 
affiliations, and I must refuse to answer you on the previous grounds 
that I mentioned. 

Mr. 'Tavenner. Are you a member at large of the National Com- 
mittee of the Communist Party of the United States? 

Mrs. Mrrcue.u. That is the same question, and the same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you in attendance at a meeting of the District 
Council of the Communist Party for Southern California held on 
July 27, 1958, at which time a report was made by delegates who 
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attended a — of the National Committee of the Communist 
Party held in New York City June 28, 1958 ¢ 

Mrs. Mircnett. I stand on all previous grounds mentioned. 

Mr. Watrer. May I interrupt at that point, Mr. Tavenner. I 
think it is very important if we could possibly induce this witness 
to tell us what happened at that meeting. 

Mr. Tavenner. I am asking her about a meeting which she attended 
in Los Angeles, the purpose of which was to receive reports from the 
delegates who attended the national committee meeting. 

Dorothy Healey, who, according to the committee’s information, is 
the head of the Communist Party in the Southern District of Cali- 
fornia, and is also a member of the National Committee of the Com- 
munist Party, made an extensive report to the Southern California 
District convention in April 1957. ‘That report has been introduced 
in evidence as exhibit 7 in her testimony. I want to read to you from 
a page of that report : 

Youth. We are not in a position to project a definitive program of work among 
youth. We know that the future of our party lies in our ability to win youth to 
the cause of socialism. But while we cannot yet answer the question of what 
type of Marxist youth organization should emerge ,we can state that high on the 
priority list on our party’s program should be the planned and conscious ap- 
proach toward the young people in the mass organizations and unions in which 
we participate. This means developing teen-age programs in those organizations, 
designed to answer the needs and interests of young people. 

Were you present when that report was made? 

Mrs. Mitcueiy. All of these things, it seems to me, that you are 
gee are matters of public record. I just don’t think the committee 
is really interested in these things. I think it is more interested in 
harassing people. 

Mr. Tavenner. We are more interested in whether you knew about 
it. 

Mrs. Mrrcuett. I just refuse to answer on the grounds I have al- 
ready given you. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you not made cochairman of the Youth 
Commission of the Communist Party in Southern California for the 
purpose of carrying out the directives that came down from the na- 
tional committee and as reported by Dorothy Healey? 

Mrs. Mrrcnety. I must refuse to answer these questions on the 
grounds that I have already given you. 

Mr. TavenneER. Will you tell the committee how many persons com- 
pose the Youth Commission of the Communist Party in this area? 

Mrs. Mrrcuety. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was Ethel Biskar made your cochairman ? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is Shifra Goldman a member of your Youth Com- 
mission ? 

Mrs. Mircreny. It seems to me that you have subpenaed me here. 
Why should I have to tegtity about other people? I am not going to 

ive to this committee any kind of names or anything else that may 

elp this committee. I refuse to answer that question on the previous 
grounds mentioned. 

Mr. Tavenner. May I have a direction that the witness answer the 
question ¢ 

Mr. Watrer. You areso directed. 
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Mrs. Mrtcuetu. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is Eleanor Smith a member of this commission ? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was a person by the name of Edward Enfiajian a 
member of this Youth Commission at one time ? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was he not dropped from this commission and re- 
lieved of responsibility on it because his activities on this commission 
might publicly identify him as a member of the Communist Party? 

Mrs. Mircue.y. I must refuse to answer on the previous grounds 
mentioned. 

Mr. Tavenner. How many youth organizations of the Communist 
Party are there in the Southern District of California 4 

Mrs. Mircneti. You are changing these questions around just like 
that, but the same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. At the begining of 1959, were there not three youth 
clubs in operation in this area ? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were not one or two adult members of the Com- 
munist Party assigned to each club? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Water. What were the names of the clubs, Mr. Tavenner ? 

Mr. Tavenner. One wasa study group, according to the committee's 
information, known as Shifra Goldman Group. Is that correct? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. You and August Maymudes were assigned to a 
more advanced group of the young Communist group, were you not? 

Mrs. Mircuetu. I stand on the previous grounds mentioned. 

Mr. Tavenner. The third group that I mentioned was made up of 
ex-members of the Labor Youth League, is that not true? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is it not a fact that Admiral Dawson was the adult 
member who was assigned to this last mentioned group ? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. In other words, if our information is correct that 
you are cochairman of the youth movement in this area, you refuse to 
= committee any information about the advancement of its 
WOrK 

Mrs. Mitcnett. It seems to me if this committee is at all interested 
in subversives then they should really go where the subversives are. 
I know nothing of why this committee has to come to Los Angeles 
when time after time incidents of terrors and bombings take place 
against my people, the Negro people in the South, even here, as a mat- 
ter of fact, and this committee does nothing about that but here it 
comes into Los Angeles to investigate, as it calls it, so-called subver- 
sives. This I can’t understand. It seems to me if this committee is 
really interested then they can investigate the KKK, the White Citi- 
zens Council, any number of organizations that are really subverting 
this organization. 
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Mr. Watrer. You know the difference between those activities 
and the activities we are investigating. I am not going to waste 
my breath reminding you of what hey are. 

Mr. Mouxper. Do you consider the Communist Party as re | a 
political party, or would you consider it to be a subversive activity 

Mrs. Mircuety. You are again asking me as to opinions and ideas. 
I will discuss these things with you in an open forum but I am not 
going to answer you that in this type of committee hearing. 

Mr. Movtper. My conclusion is that you consider the Communist 
Party or the Communist Party activities as not being subversive. 

Mrs. MrrcHett. When and if we want to discuss the ideas and opin- 
ions of any organization, then maybe we could go and discuss them in 
an open forum but I will not sit here in this room and discuss these 
opinions with you. 

Mr. Tavenner. Why ? 

Mrs. Mrrcuein. Because I feel I would be giving up my constitu- 
tional liberties and I would not be acting as a decent American citizen. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is not the actual reason that you do not want to give 
information regarding the activities of the Communist Party because 
then Congress will have the full facts ? 

Mrs. Mircueiy. It seems to me that Congress has an awful lot of 
facts on an awful lot of things and they have not done much about it, 
especially this committee. 

Mr. Tavenner. We are gathering more facts all the time and we 
hope to get some from you. We certainly have obtained complete 
information about this community. 

Mrs. Mircnety. Did you get facts about Little Rock ? 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes, we have. 

Mrs. Mrrceuett. You have not moved on Little Rock and you have 
been here twice. 

Mr. Tavenner. We have obtained facts about what the Communist 
Party wants to do about infiltration and that you are a member of the 
national committee. What do you know about that ? 

Mr. Water. About what ? 

Mr. Tavenner. About the decision of the Communist Party to 
infiltrate into the NAACP. 

Mrs. Mircuett. I have not violated any laws. 

Mr. Tavenner. That is not my question. You brought up the 
question, now let us follow it. 

Mrs. Mircueti. Then I refuse to answer the question on the grounds 
previously mentioned. 

Mr. Moutprr. May I ask what knowledge of subversive activities 
you have at Little Rock? 

Mrs. MircHe.y. It seems to me that this whole committee should, 
if it does not know, know about the question of Governor Faubus who 
has refused over and over again to follow the Supreme Court’s mandate 
of 1954 outlawing segregated schools, when children are having to go to 
schools with bayonets at them and then all of a sudden they can’t go 
that way because the Congress has not yet seen fit to pass a bill that 
will protect those children. 

Mr. Moutper. Do you have such a personal knowledge? 

Mrs. Mircue.u. There is a child who goes to Los Angeles High 
School because he could not go to a decent school in Little Rock. My 
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father comes from Georgia, where, when he went to Georgia, they 
strung him up ona = outside of a high school. I know about these 
things and I know the sheriff knew and I know there are Congressmen 
who sit in Congress who sit there in defiance of the 14th amendment. 
Because they are supposed to be elected by the people who vote. Here 
are people in Mississippi—only three-ienths of 1 percent of Negroes 
in Mississippi can vote. If this is not subverting the Government, 
then I don’t know what is. It seems to me this committee should be 
perfectly willing to investigate such activity. : 

Mr. WALTER. That is not within our jurisdiction, but since you have 
been so willing to talk why do you not talk about the things pertinent 
to this hearing ¢ 

Mr. Tavenner. In the February 25, 1957, issue of The New Leader 
there is an article entitled “U.S. Communists Convene,” by Walter K. 
Lewis. Iread this paragraph: 

* * * The Communists directed special emphasis to the Negro question in their 
declaration of principles, and Carl Rachlin reported that a major effort to in- 
filtrate the National Association for the Advancement of Colored People and the 
National Urban League should be anticipated. 

What has been done in this area to carry out what was indicated 
should be anticipated in this field ? 

Mrs. Mrrcue.y. I must stand on my constitutional rights and re- 
fuse to answer the question. 

Mr. Tavenner. As a matter of fact, have you not advanced $45 of 
Communist Party money to a member of the NAACP at UCLA and 
= and. it in the name of the Youth Commission of the Communist 

arty ¢ 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Mouxper. That is a very interesting point. Do you mean by 
the same answer that you are claiming protection of the fifth amend- 
ment of the Constitution ¢ 

Mrs. Mrrcnerx. All the grounds that I previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. On September 21, 1958, there was a District Coun- 
cil meeting of the Southern California Communist Party, and accord- 
ing to the committee’s information, you were present. Before I ask 
you any questions about that, I want to ask you whether or not it is 
true that you are one of the 62 members of the District Council of the 
Communist Party for the Southern District of California ? 

Mrs. Mircue.y. You are questioning again in the same way and I 
give the same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you not one of the 10 executive board members 
of the district council ? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is it not true that Don Wheeldin, before he resigned 
on poo 26, 1958, was also a member of this same executive board 
with you 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is it not true that Horace V. Alexander was 1 of 
the 10 members ? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Thomas Creed ? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavennezr. Cornelius Crowe ? 
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Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavennenr. Is it not a fact that Ben Dobbs is also a member 
with you? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is it not also a fact that Bernard Lusher, who is 

rominent in the field of labor, is also a member of this executive 
with you? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. And Nemmy Sparks? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. When Don Wheeldin resigned, according to the 
committee’s information, it was planned that William Taylor, form- 
erly of Washington, D.C., was slated to become a member of the 
board. Has he yet become a member? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. I referred you to the fact, according to the com- 
mittee’s information, that there was a meeting on September 21, 1958— 
that was after the committee’s hearing here in Los — last Se 
tember—of the District Council of the Communist Party for the 
Southern District of California, and that you were present. I want 
to ask ecg some questions about that meeting. 

In fact, I have what purports to be a copy of the minutes of that 
meeting. Will you examine it, please, and state whether or not the 
action reported there was the action at that meeting. 

(Papers handed to the witness. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. Can you identify that document as a copy of the 
minutes? 

Mrs. Mircuett, Same answer. 


Mr. Tavenner. I desire to offer the document in evidence and ask 
that it be marked “Mitchell Exhibit No. 1.” 
Mr. Warrer. It may be marked and made a part of the record. 


(Document marked “Mitchell Exhibit No. 1 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. According to the committee’s information and as 
stated on those minutes, the meeting was held at Park Manor, 607 
South Western Avenue in Los Angeles. Is that not correct? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Exhibit 1, which I showed you, has a statement that 
there were in attendance 42 delegates and one visitor. 

Mrs. Mircuet.. Who was the visitor? 

Mr. TavenneEr. Paragraph C, at the bottom of the first page, is as 
follows: 

Dorothy reported for the district board on the experiences, lessons, and of 
the recently concluded hearings of the House Un-American Activities Commit- 
tee. Twelve delegates spoke in the discussion. 

What did Dorothy Healey have to say about the hearings of the 
Committee on Un-American Activities? 

Mrs. MitcHe.i. Same question and same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. You seem to be smiling. Something of an unusual 
character must have occurred. 

Mrs. Mrrcne.y. No; I am laughing because you are asking me the 
same questions in a different manner. 
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Mr. Tavenner. Did Dorothy Healey at this meeting explain why 
the Communist Party did not call a meeting of the subpenaed 
witnesses ? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did she not explain before that meeting that it was 
much better that a districtwide meeting of all the subpenaed people 
be held under the auspices of the Citizens Committee To Preserve 
American Freedoms? 

Mrs. Mircue tL. Same answer. 

Mr, Tavenner. The Citizens Committee To Preserve American 
Freedoms did hold such a meeting in August of 1958, did it not? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. I ask the witness be directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Watrer. You are so directed. 

Mrs. Mircue... I refuse to answer the question on the grounds 
afforded me by the Constitution and all its amendments. 

Mr. Tavenner. Frank Wilkinson was one of the speakers, was he 
not? 

Mrs. Mrrcnety. Same answer. 

Mr. TavenNER. Various subpenaed witnesses, including Don Wheel- 
din, were called upon to stand up at the meeting, and some of them 
spoke, did they not? 

Mrs. Mircue.t. I stand on the previous grounds mentioned. 

Mr. Tavenner. What functionary of the Communist Party made 
the arrangements for, or negotiated with, the Citizens Committee to 
Preserve American Freedoms for the sponsoring of that meeting ? 

Mrs. Mircue.., I stand on the previous grounds mentioned. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was it the purpose of this meeting to encourage or 
induce the subpenaed witnesses to stand together in defying this 
committee ? 

Mrs. Mircueti. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Citizens Committee 
to Preserve American Freedoms in August of 1958? 

Mrs. Mrreney. I will not discuss my affiliations with any organi- 
zation before this committee. I refuse to answer on the previous 
grounds mentioned. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you present at the meeting of the Citizens 
Committee to Preserve American Freedoms? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. I now want to go back to this meeting of the District 
Council of the Southern District of California, Communist Party, at 
which Dorothy Healey, according to the minutes, spoke of the experi- 
ences and lessons of the hearing before this committee, and I ask you 
whether or not she did not admit to the group to which she was speak- 
ing that the committee in questioning her had correct information of 
what had transpired at a former meeting of the District Council. 

Mrs. Mircnety. I must refuse to answer on the grounds previously 
mentioned. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did she not tell you that the information was so 
accurate that the committee must have had the meeting room bugged 
or had an informer present? 

Mrs. Same answer. 
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Mr. Tavenner. Referring again to exhibit 1, the minutes, I made 
reference to the statement in the minutes that 12 delegates spoke in 
the discussion relating to the committee. 

Who were some of them ? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did Sophie Silver, as one of them, discuss the lack 
of security which exists in the Communist Party of the Southern Dis- 
trict of California? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Incidentally, was not a security provision taken at 
the holding of this very meeting designed to deceive the public as to 
the nature of the meeting that was being held? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was there not placed on the announcement board at 
the Park Manor a sign that your meeting was the “Midtown Forum” ! 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was not Harry Hunt also a speaker on the subject 
of the committee? 


Mrs. MiarcHe.u. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did not Wally Talbot also participate in the debate? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. You were cotreasurer with a white person for the 
subpenaed witnesses’ fund, were you not? 

Mrs. Mrrcnetn. Do you always make this big difference ? 

Mr. Tavenner. What big difference ? 

Mrs. Mircuey. Is it something that is a white person? Do you 
always make such a difference? 

Mr. Tavenner. I am in this case. 

Mrs. Mircuen.. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. I will state why. As 1 of the 12 persons who dis- 
cussed the hearing of the committee, did you not charge that the 
white Communist Party members were discriminating against you 
by turning over their money to the white cotreasurer instead of paying 
you? 

Mrs. Mircueiy. Same answer. 

Mr. TAvVENNER. You specifically charged, did you not, that Henry 
Sazer was guilty of this type of conduct in connection with a $40 
contribution made by him ? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Exhibit 1, constituting the minutes of the meeting, 
shows that a motion was made, seconded, and carried, that the party 
be mobilized to participate in the campaign to abolish the House 
Un-American Activities Committee. You recall that, do you not? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was any action taken on your complaint with regard 
to discrimination against a Negro member by the white members of 
the Communist Party with regard to payment of contributions? 

Mrs. I don’t the question. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was any action taken at the meeting with regard 
to the complaint made by you that you were being discriminated 
against ? 

Mrs. Same answer. 


38253—59—pt. 3——8 
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Mr. Movunper. You were referring to discrimination a little while 
ago in Little Rock and elsewhere. Don’t you wish to give us informa- 
tion about any discrimination which might be going on within the 
Communist Party # 

Mrs. Mircueu. The outward terror, the harassment, the murder of 
Negroes that has taken place in the South, in my opinion, is com- 
parable—there is nothing comparable to it. 

Mr. Mou per. I mean the principle of it, maybe not to the same 


“em but the principle. 
rs. Mircusiy. I don’t think the principle anywhere else is the 
same 


Mr. Movutper. You were complaining about discrimination. If it 
is false, would you not want to deny it? 

Mrs. Mircue.u. I will neither deny nor affirm anything this com- 
mittee wants to know regarding my affiliations or ideas. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee has information that the last meet- 
ing of the District Council of the Southern California Communist 
Party was held at the same place on October 24, 1958, and that the 
attendance at this meeting had fallen off to about 30 members. Can 
you account for this percentage of decrease in attendance? 

Mrs. Mircue.y. I stand on the previous grounds mentioned. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is Bernard Lusher chairman of the Labor Commis- 
sion of the Communist Party for the Southern California District 
of the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did he report at this meeting held on October 24 
of the advantages of uniting in one group all the labor members from 
the different sections and clubs of the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did he not publicly state in that meeting that the 
main purpose of this type of organization was to influence the political 
thinking of the people in the unions? 

Mrs. CHELL. I stand on the grounds previously mentioned. 

Mr. Watrer. Did he say what he meant by political thinking? 

Mr. Tavenner. No, sir. 

You were present at that meeting ; were you not ? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. According to the committee’s information, you were. 

The committee’s information is that the next meeting following 
that one was held in November of 1958 but you were not present. 
Why were you not present ? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you in New York at the time that meeting 
was held? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you not in attendance in November of 1958 
at the National Committee meeting of the Communist Party in New 
York 

Mrs. Mrrcuety. I stand on the previous grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Our information is that you were present at 2 
District Council meeting held not long thereafter in Los Angeles on 
December 21,1958. Am I correct that you were present? 

Mrs. Same answer. 
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Mr. Taverner. Did Dorothy Healey at this meeting announce that 
you were not in agreement with a resolution passed at the national 
committee meeting on “Theoretical Aspects of the Negro Question in 
the United States” ¢ 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. in other words, did she not announce that you were 
opposed to the action that had been taken ? 

Mrs. Mrrcne i. I stand on the previous grounds mentioned. 

Mr. Tavenner. What was the resolution to which Dorothy Healey 
referred and with what did it deal ? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did not the resolution to which she referred relate 
to a change in the party position that had been taken as long ago 
as 1928 with regard to the Negro people in the United States con- 
stituting a nation within a nation ? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. This has been the subject of considerable testi- 
mony before the committee in the past where the committee was 
rather ridiculed by the Communist Party for contending that the 
Communist Party had adopted a program, or a line, taking the posi- 
tion that the Negro people constituted under Stalin’s definition a 
nation within the United States. But when this was attempted to 
be changed, you opposed the change, did you not? 

Mrs. Mrrcne.n. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you admit that the Communist Party had been 
wrong for 30 years, from 1928 until 1958, in its position that the 
Negroes constituted a separate nation within the United States? 

Mrs. Mrrcmeny. We are discussing now opinions? 

Mr. ‘Vavenner. No. 

Mrs. Mrrcouety. I don’t understand the question. 

Mr. Tavenner. Let me restate it, then. Did you not state at this 
meeting on December 21 that you were opposed to any change in the 
position taken by the Commmunist Party as long ago as 1928—— 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Just a minute. 
~—which position was and continued to be up until 1958 that the 
Negro people were a separate nation within the United States? 

Mrs. Mircurtn. I stand on the previous grounds mentioned. 

Mr. Taverner. Did not Dorothy Healey continue to point out that 
she was in favor of the change and against the view taken by you? 

Mrs. Mircnety. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did not Dorothy Healey take a very strong position 
against you in this matter ? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. In fact, you and Dorothy Healey have not gotten 
along very well together. Vou look surprised. 

— naan Is the committee interested in how I get along 
with people 

it” jal Yes, when an issue is involved. 

vor g Mircue.y. I must refuse to answer on the ground previously 
stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did not Dorothy Healey run into a great deal of 
difficulty in the meeting of the District Council of July 27, 1958, re- 
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rding the Thompson report from the national committee and the 
Dennis report in the matter of the discussion of Nagy in Hungary? 

Mrs. Mircuey. I will not discuss with you my opinions or any- 
body’s opinions before this committee. I must refuse to answer on 
the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Dorothy Healey made a minority report about 
which she was very severely taken to task by members of the Com- 
munist Party. Isthat not true? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Max Steinberg introduced a resolution to remove 
her as chairman of the party and possibly the only thing that saved 
her was that Pettis Perry moved that the motion be tabled. Is that not 
correct ? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. JoHansen. I wonder if the stenotypist could reread the state- 
ment the witness made a few moments ago to the effect that she would 
not discuss any opinions before this committee; hers or anyone else's. 

Mrs. Mitchell, is it not true you did discuss before this committee 
your opinions about Little Rock and alleged wrongs in the South? 

Mrs. Mircuetu. That is true. 

Mr. JoHANSEN. Do you have a double standard? There are some 
opinions you will discuss before this committee but not others; is 
that right ? 

Mrs. Mrrcnett. I don’t get the question. 

Mr. JoHANsEN. You have just said you would not discuss your opin- 
ions or anyone’s before this committee; yet you acknowledge that you 
did discuss your opinions regarding Little Rock, so you havea double 
standard. Some opinions you will discuss before the committee. 

Mrs. Mircue.u. It seems to me that I am not required to discuss 
my opinions before this committee. There are those that I will discuss 
that I would like this committee to be aware of. 

Mr. Moutper. Do you have any knowledge of any subversive plans 
or acts of disloyalty to our Government occurring or being planned at 
any of the meetings mentioned by Mr. Tavenner ? 

{rs. Mrrcneti. You have placed the same questions maybe in a 
different way that Mr. Tavenner has and I must give you the same 
answer. 

Mr. Movurper. If you had such knowledge of subversive or disloyal 
acts or plans to overthrow our form of government by force and vio- 
lence or to cooperate with the international scheme of the world 
Communist Party movement, would you tell us about it? 

Mrs. Mrrcnen. It is my feeling that this committee does not ac- 
complish whatever it is set out to accomplish. 

Mr. Movutper. That is not responsive to my question. 

_Mrs. Mircuety. I am trying to answer your question if you will 
give me just a moment. 

It seems to me if anyone is guilty of any crime or any criminal act 
that she should be called before a jury, a regular court, and be given 
his day in court to answer to such charges, but to come before such 
a hearing as this where, admittedly, the Supreme Court says in the 
Watkins decision that Congress has no right to investigate—— 

Mr. Movutper. That is not responsive. You heard the chairman’s 
statement at the beginning of this hearing that the objective of this 
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committee is to secure information to enable the Congress to better 
legislate upon problems facing our country—the threat of the Com- 
munist movement, and the efforts on the part of the Soviet Union to 
dominate the world, including our own country. 

If you have any information along that line, would you give it to 
us to enable us to properly formulate legislation for your protection 
as well as the rest of the people of this Nation? 

Mrs. Mircuetu. There are already such laws to protect this coun- 
try. 

Mir. Movtper. Do you have any such information or knowledge? 

Mrs. Mircue.y. I have to refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Mourtper. That is what I thought. 

Mr. Tavenner. Actually, the Communist Party attacks all laws 
dealing with security such as the Smith Act, the Walter-McCarran 
Act, and various acts relating tothe employment of subversives. They 
fight, also, the FBI, which is engaged in fighting espionage and sabot- 
age and other matters affecting the national defense and safety of the 
country. 

These very minutes show that the Communist Party is endeavoring 
to mobilize forces to abolish this committee. In fact, it is engaged in 
every type of activity that it can think of against the interests of this 
country in the field of subversion. Is that not true? 

Mrs. Mrrcuetx. If I am here accused of any criminal acts, then I 
think that I should be called before a grand jury, but I do not think 
that—— 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you answer my question ? 

Mrs. Mircnetn. I must refuse to answer your question on the 
grounds previously stated. 

‘ Mr. Jouansen. Do you believe in the Constitution of the United 
tates ? 

Mrs. Mitcnety. I do. I believe in it and I fight for it. 

Mr. Movtper. Does the Communist Party believe in it? Does it 

Mrs. Mrircurii. You are asking me about organizations and af- 
filiations and I will not answer those questions before this committee. 
I refuse to answer on the grounds previously mentioned. 

Mr. Tavenner. Has any action been taken on Steinberg’s motion? 

Mrs. Mircuett. I stand on the previous grounds mentioned. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you not oppose Dorothy Healey at the meeting 
of July 27, 1958, to which I have referred by making a motion that the 
reports which had been made be adopted—that is, the majority re- 
ports, which Dorothy Healey had opposed ? 

Were you not the one who made the motion that the committee re- 
ports be accepted ? 

Mrs. Mircnetn. What is the pertinency of this kind of question to 
the legislation that Mr. Walter referred to? 

Mr. Jouansen. Does the Constitution require the Congress to pro- 
vide for the general defense of the Nation ? 

Mrs. Mircue.. Does Congress provide it 

Mr. Jomansen. Does the Constitution require Congress to provide 
for the general defense ? 

Mrs. Mircue. I think so, but what has this kind of question to 
do with providing for the national defense of the country # 
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Mr. Watrer. As a result of hearings of this sort over a period of 
years, recommendations have been made to the Congress which have 
resulted in the enactment of close to three dozen different laws, and 
I do not know how many Executive orders. 

You see, the accomplishments have been great—perhaps too great 
for your purpose. 

Mr. Jonansen. Those laws were enacted pursuant to the constitu- 
tional authority vested in the Congress of the United States. 

Mrs. Mircuety. They are all reprehensive laws and also very anti- 
democratic. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you answer the question, please? 

Mrs. Mircnety. Will you repeat the question ? 

Mr. Tavenner. The question is whether or not you made the mo- 
tion to accept the majority report from the national committee. 

Mrs. Mrrcneti. I must stand on the previous grounds mentioned. 

Mr. Tavenner. In making that motion, in speaking to it, did you 
not support the position of the Communist Party with regard to the 
execution of Nagy, that is, were you not in favor of it ? 

Mrs. Mrreneu. Here again, this is an area of opinion and ideas on 
a certain subject. What happens in Hungary, happens in Hungary, 
and I must refuse to answer you on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you support the sending of Soviet troops into 
Hungary? 

Mrs. Mircnett. I think the Hungarians will take care of their own 
problems in their own way. They are a country outside of our own 
soil. I have nothing to do with Hungary and I feel that my efforts 
can much better be put to use in our own country, whatever they may 
be, and I must refuse to answer your question on the previous grounds 
mentioned. 

Mr. Tavenner. I want to go back for a moment to my questioning 
of you regarding your work among the young Communist groups. 

Referring again to the minutes introduced in evidence as Mitchell 
Exhibit. No. 1, I see that considerable emphasis was placed upon a 
drive, a Communist Party drive, to support the People’s World. See- 
tion E of the minutes carries nearly half a age relating to a report 
made by “Ben.” Is that individual Ben Dobbs? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. What was the quota assigned to the various units 
of the Communist Party in this area for money to be raised for the 
People’s World ? 

rs. Mircne.. I stand on the previous grounds mentioned. 

Mr. Tavenner. I hand you a photostatic copy of what appears to 
be, or pur rts to be, a report of the Southern California District 
People’s World drive standings as of October 24, 1958, showing 28 
sections of the Communist Party by name, the quota assigned to each, 
the amount raised by each after October 9, 1958, and the total raised. 

Mr. Watrer. Where were those 28 sections? 

Mr. Tavenner. In the Southern District of California. They are 
the sections that comprise this new Southern District of California. 

Mr. Watrer. What is that new Southern District? 

Mr. Tavennek. That is the name of it. 

Mr. Watrrer. Of what does it consist 
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Mr. Tavenner. The State was divided into two districts, as we 

brought out at the September hearings, and the Southern District 
was described in that testimony as being bounded on the north by 
Santa Barbara and Kern Counties and everything south of that was 
inthe Southern District. 

Mr. Warrer. Does that include San Diego? 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes, sir. 

I hand you the report and ask you whether you can identify it as a 
correct report. 

Mrs. Mrrcusuy. I must stand on the previous grounds. 

Mr. 'TavenNeER. Have you seen the report before ¢ 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. ‘Tavenner. Are the 28 sections named there the correct titles 
for the sections of the Communist Party for this district ? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Mouxper. So you decline to answer for the same reasons previ- 
ously stated as provided for in the Constitution ? 

Mrs. Mircnein. That is correct. 

Mr. Tavenner. This report shows a quota assignment of $43,000 for 
these 28 sections, does it not? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. It further shows that as of the date of this report 
$39,468.07 of that quota had been raised. What is the total mem- 
bership of the 28 sections of the Communist Party in this district? 

Mrs. Mircue.y. I must refuse to answer on the grounds previously 
given, 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no other questions. 

Mr. Moutper. I assume vou have heard this many, many times. 
Are you now amember of the Communist Party / 

Mrs. Mrrcnexy. 1 must refuse to answer you on the grounds of the 
U.S. Constitution. 

Mr. Movutprr. Have you ever been ? 

Mrs. Mircueti. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. James E. Jackson of New York was the individual 
who, as a member of the National Committee of the Communist Party, 
made the report which caused the change of the position of the Com- 
munist Party with regard to the Negro question, was he not? 

Mrs. Mrrcnety. I must refuse on the same grounds as previously 
given. 

Mr. Tavenner. James E. Jackson is now in the Soviet Union, is he 
not, as a representative at the 21st Congress of the Communist Party 
of the Soviet Union ? 

Mrs. MircHey. Same answer. 

Mr. TavennerR. You opposed his report, did you not ? 

Mrs. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. You opposed it on the ground that the Negro people 
still constitute a nation within a nation in the United States? 

Mrs. Mrrcuety. I stand on the previous grounds mentioned. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions. 

Mr. Water. The witness is excused. 

Do you swear the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Bropsxy. I do. 
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TESTIMONY OF SEYMOUR D. BRODSKY, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
LEO FENSTER 


Mr. Tavenner. What is your name, please? 

Mr. Bropsxy. Seymour Brodsky. ; 

Mr. Tavenner. It is noted that you are accompanied by counsel. 

Will counsel please identify himself for the record ? 

Mr. Fensrer. Leo Fenster, 11363 Santa Monica Boulevard, Los 
Angeles. 

Mr. Tavenner. When and where were you born, Mr. Brodsky. 

Mr. Bropsxy. October 26, 1916, in Johnstown, Pa. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you tell the committee, please, what your for- 
mal educational training has been ? 

Mr. Bropsxy. I graduated from high school and a couple of years 
of college. 

Mr. —_— Where did you attend college? 

Mr. Bropsxy. Los Angeles Junior College, it was, at that time. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where do you now reside? 

Mr. Bropsxy. In Wilmington. 

Mr. Tavenner. In Wilmington, Calif. ? 

Mr. Bropsxky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. When did you move to California ? 

Mr. Bropsxy. In 1921. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your occupation ? 

Mr. Bropsky. I work in a drug store. 

Mr. Tavenner. According to the committee’s information, you were 
resent as a delegate to the organizational meeting of the Southern 
‘alifornia District Council of the Communist Party held at Park 

Manor, 607 South Western Avenue, Los Angeles, on April 13 and 14, 
1957. Is that information correct as to you? 

Mr. Bropsxy. I will have to refuse that question on the grounds of 
self-incrimination. 

Mr. Tavenner. What are the various functionary positions that you 
have held in the Communist Party ? 

_ Mr. Bropsxy. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds, 
sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you not, as long ago as 1950, an organizer for 
the Western Division of the Los Angeles County Communist Party! 

Mr. Bropsxy. I refuse that question on the same grounds, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Has not your specialty or your field of particular 
activity in the Communist eile related to organizational work and 
building up the numerical strength of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Bropsxy. I refuse that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Communist Party as 
bag ago as 1940? 

r. Bropsxy. I refuse that question on the same grounds, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you not a member of the Young Communist 
as early as 1935? 

r. Bropsxy. I would refuse that on the same grounds, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you aware that upon the reorganization of the 
Communist Party in California by the establishment of a Northern 
and Southern District that the plan of the organization for the 
ee District included the appointment of 62 District Council 
members 
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Mr. Brovsxy. I would refuse on the grounds of self-incrimination. 

Mr. Tavenner. Who was chairman of the organizational meeting 
held on April 13 and 14, 1957? 

Mr. Bropsxy. I would refuse on the grounds of self-incrimination. 

Mr. Tavenner. Healey Exhibit No. 10 is a document entitled, “The 
Constitution and Organizational Committee Moves the Following for 
Action by the Convention.” A part of this resolution related to the 
organizational setup of the Communist Party in southern California. 
Did you play any part in that organizational effort ? 

Mr. Bropvsxy. I refuse on the same grounds, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you now a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Bropsky. I refuse on the same grounds. 

Mr. Water. We have no questions. The witness is excused. 

Will you raise your right hand? 

Do you swear the testimony you are about to ts will be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Dawson. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF ADMIRAL GEORGE DAWSON, ACCOMPANIED BY 
COUNSEL, HERBERT W. SIMMONS, JR. 


Mr. Tavenner. Will you state your name, please ? 

Mr. Dawson. Admiral George Dawson. 

Mr.  saameeecanaas It is noted that the witness is accompanied by 
counsel, 

Will counsel please identify himself for the record ? 

Mr. Smumons. Herbert W. Simmons, Jr., California Bar, 343 West 


Vernon. 

Mr. Tavenner. Los Angeles? 

Mr. Srumons. That is right. 

Mr. Tavenner. When and where were you born, Mr. Dawson? 

(The witness conferred witht his 

Mr. Dawson. Summerville, Tex., April 26, 1927. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where do you now reside? 

(The witnesses conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Dawson. On the advice of my counsel I refuse to answer that 
question on the grounds of the first and fifth amendment of the Con- 
stitution. 

Mr. Tavenner. The marshal’s return on the service of the subpena 
on you shows that you were served at 65114 West 59th Place, Los 
Angeles. Is that your residential address? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Dawson. I think I answered that question previously on the 
grounds of the first and fifth amendment to the Constitution. I refuse 
to answer that. 

Mr. Tavenner. May I have a direction ? 

Mr. Water. I direct you to answer the question. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Dawson. Under advice of my counsel, I refuse to answer that 
— on the grounds of the first and fifth amendment to the Con- 
stitution. 

Mr. Water. You have merely been asked where you live. Do you 
feel if you told this committee where you live you might subject. your- 
self to criminal prosecution ? 

38253—59—pt. 3——4 
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(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Dawson. I refuse to answer that question on the ground of the 
first and fifth amendment on advice of my counsel. 

Mr. Tavenner. When did you first come to California ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Dawson. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of the 
first.and fifth amendment upon the advice of my counsel. 

Mr. Watrer. You are directed to answer the question. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr, Dawson. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of 
the nity and fifth amendments of the Constitution upon advice of my 
counsel, 

Mr. Taverner. The committee has information that you were a 
delegate to the California State convention of the Communist Party 
held on January 19 and 20, 1957. Is that information correct? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 


Mr. Dawson. On the advice of my counsel, I refuse to answer that 


question on the basis of the first and fifth amendments to the Consti- 
tution. 

Mr. Taverner. Were you a delegate to the California State con- 
vention at the date indicated ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Dawson. On the advice of my counsel, I refuse to answer that 
question on the basis of the first and fifth amendments to the Consti- 
tution of the United States of America. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a delegate to the Southern California 
District convention of the Communist Party on April 15 and 14, 
1957? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Dawson. On the advice of my counsel, I refuse to answer 
that question on the grounds of the first and fifth amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States. 

Mr, Tavenner. The committee’s investigation has shown that you 
were active in the Labor Youth League work in Los Angeles for a 
period of time, Will you tell the committee, please, whether you have 
- any tine been connected with the Labor Youth League in Los 
Angeles? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Dawson. On the advice of my counsel, I refuse to answer that 
question on the grounds of the first and fifth amendment to the 
Constitution. 

Mr. Moutper. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the witness this 
question: Is if heeanse covnsel so advises you to answer in that way 
or do you, yourself, believe in good faith that if you answered that 
question it would subject vou to criminal prosecution ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Dawson. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of 
the first and fifth amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
of America. 

Mr. Taverner. Were von not in 1956 the legislative director of the 
Ios Angeles County Labor Youth League? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 
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Mr. Dawson. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of 
the first and fifth amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
of America. 

Mr. canon Did you serve in the Armed Forces of the United 
States 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Dawson. I refuse to answer that question on the unds of 
the first and fifth amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
of America. 

Mr, Watrer. You are directed to answer the question. Did you 
serve in the Armed Forces of the United States ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Dawson. | refuse to answer that question on the ground of 
the first and fifth amendment of the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. Warrrr. Do you feel if you admitted that you served in the 
Armed Forces of the United States that you would be subject to 
prosecution 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Dawson. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of the 
first and fifth amendments of the Constitution. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you not discharged from the United States 
Army for refusing to os the required loyalty oath ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Dawson. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of 
ot first and fifth amendments of the Constitution to the United 

tates. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee is in possession of information indi- 
cating that there is a youth organization of the Communist Party in 
Los Angeles which is generally referred to as the Admiral Dawson 
Group. Will you state, please, whether or not you have been assigned 
by the Communist Party to serve as an adult in connection with the 
work of a group of the young Communist members in this area? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Dawson. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of 
the first and fifth amendments of the United States. 

Mr. Tavenner. I may have misdescribed the organization I had 
in mind. The organization, as I understand it, is a group of former 
members of the Labor Youth League. Have you been assigned by 
the Communist Party to work with a group of former members of 
the Labor Youth League? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Dawson. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of 
the first and fifth amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States of America. 

Mr. Tavenner. You are a member of the Youth Commission of the 
Communist Party of the Southern District of California at the pres- 
ent time, are you not? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Dawson. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of 
the first amendment to the Constitution and the fifth amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States of America. 

Mr. Tavenner. At the April 1957 meeting of the Communist Party 
of the Southern District of California, did you hear the report made 
by Dorothy Healey regarding youth organizational work? 


S 
t 
e 
y 
t 
yf 


258 COMMUNISM IN SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA AREA 


(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Dawson. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of 
the first amendment to the Constitution and the fifth amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States of America. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is being done now in Los Angeles to imple- 
nant the plans of the Communist Party with regard to youth in this 
area? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Dawson. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of the 
first amendment to the Constitution of the United States of America 
and the fifth amendment to the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you a member of the Communist Party now? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Dawson. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of 
the first and fifth amendments of the Constitution of the United 
States. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions. 

Mr. Watter. The witness is excused. 

Will you raise your right hand, please ? 

Do you swear that the testimony you are about to give will be the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mrs. Smiru. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF MRS. ELEANOR SMITH, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
HERBERT W. SIMMONS, JR. 


Mr. Tavenner. What is your name, please ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Smrru. Eleanor Smith. 

Mr. Tavenner. Miss or Mrs. ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mr. Tavenner. You certainly do not have to consult with counsel to 
answer tliat question. 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Sarru. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of thie 
first and fifth amendment. 

Mr. Watrer. You are directed to answer the question. 

Mrs. SmitH. Same answer. 

Mr. Watrter. Do you honestly believe that if you told this commit- 
tee whether you were married you would be confronted with probable 
criminal prosecution ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Suitn. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of the 
first and fifth amendment. 

Mr. Movrper. As I understand the question, the question was to 
determine whether or not she was acting in good faith. 

You have not answered in response to the chairman’s question. 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mr. Tvenner. It is noted that the witness is accompanied by the 
same counsel who accompanied the former witness. 

His name is Herbert Simmons. 

Mr. Srwmons. My name is Herbert Simmons, 348 West Vernon, 
Los Angeles, Calif., of the California Bar. 
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Mr. Tavenner. Where do you reside? 

(‘Lhe witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Smiru. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of the 
first and fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. Watrer. You are directed to answer the question as to where 
you reside, 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Samrru. The same answer. I refuse to answer on the grounds 
of the first and fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. Tavenner. The marshal’s return shows that you were served at 
651 West 59th Place, Los Angeles. Is that the place of your resi- 
dence ¢ 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Smrru. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of the 
first and fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. Movutper. The chairman propounded the question to you a few 
moments ago testing your good faith in using the Constitution as 
protection in your refusal or declination to answer. 

The questions that are being submitted to the witness are formal, 
introductory requests. Do you realize and understand that taking the 
position you do 1n refusing to answer any questions, regardless of what 
they might be, may possibly place you in a position of being subject to 
prosecution for contempt / 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Smiru. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of the 
first and fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. Mouxprr. I wanted the record to be clear that you are being 
advised by the committee of the position in which you are placing 
yourself by just taking a belligerent attitude in refusing to answer any 
question regardless of whom it is submitted by, either counsel or mem- 
bers of this committee. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you acquainted with Admiral George Dawson ? 

(‘The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Smiru. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of the 
first and fifth amendment. 

Mr. 'Tavenner. It is noted his address is 65114 West 59th Place, 
which must be next door to you. Doesn’t he live next door to you? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Smiru. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of the 
first and fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. Tavenner. At this time you are a member of the Communist 
Party in this area, are you not? 

(‘The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Smiru. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of the 
first and fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you now a member of the Communist Party? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Smirn. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of the 
first and fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. TaveNner. How are you employed ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel ) 

Mrs. Smirn. I am unemployed. 

Mr. Tavenner. What was your last employment ? 
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(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Smiru. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of the 
first and fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. ree. Do you appear here pursuant to a subpena served 
on you 

The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Smiru. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of the 
first and fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. Moutper. Let the record show that the witness has stated her 
name and that she has been unemployed. 

How long have you been unemployed ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Smiru. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of the 
first and fifth amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions. 

Mr. Water. The witness is excused. 

Will you raise your right hand? 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give 
will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God ? 

Mr. Youne. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF CLARENCE GEORGE YOUNG, ACCOMPANIED BY 
COUNSEL, HERBERT W. SIMMONS, JR. 


Mr. Tavenner. State your name, please. 

Mr. Youne. My name is Clarence George Young. 

Mr. TavenNer. Counsel will please identify himself for the record. 

Mr. Stumons. Herbert W. Simmons, Jr., California Bar, 343 West 
Vernon, Los Angeles, Calif. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where do you live, Mr. Young? 

Mr. Youna. I refuse to answer that question on the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Water. You are here in response to a subpena, are you not? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. 

Mr. Youna. Would you repeat the question, please ? 

(The pending question was read by the reporter.) 

Mr. Youna. I refuse to answer that question on the ground of the 
first and fifth amendment. 

Mr. Watrer. What are you doing here then, if you are not appear- 
ing in response to a subpena ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Youne. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of the 
first and fifth amendment. 

Mr. Jonansen. Would you not have very seriously incriminated 
yourself if you had not responded to the subpena? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. 

Mr. Young. I don’t understand the question that you just asked. 

Mr. Mourper. The point is to find out whether or not you are the 
proper person appearing here as a witness as a result of the issuance 
of a subpena. If you are the wrong man, then most certainly an error 
has been committed. What is the name on the subpena ? 

Mr. Tavenner. Clarence Young. 

Mr. Movutper. Is that your name? 
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Mr. Young. I stated that when I came in here. 

Mr. Moutper. What is your address? 

Mr. Youna. I refused to answer that question. 

Mr. Moutper. What does the subpena served show ? 

Mr. Tavenner. The subpena shows it was served upon Clarence 
Young at Consolidated Western Steel at 5700 South Eastern. 

Mr. Mouvper. Is this the right man ? 

Mr. Tavenner. Was this paper served on you or a copy of it? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Youna. I refuse to answer that question on the ground of the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Jonansen. Why are you here? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Youna. Repeat the question, please! 

Mr. JoHAnsen. Why are you here? 

Mr. Youna. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of the 
first and fifth amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you employ an attorney before you came into 
this room ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Youne. Yes; I did acquire an attorney and he is sitting here 
by my side. 

Mr. Tavenner. Why did you do that if you were not subpenaed here 
as a witness? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Youna. I don’t particularly understand that question as you 
put it. 

Mr. Tavenner. Why would you goto the trouble of getting a lawyer 
to come here with you unless you were subpenaed by the marshal to 
come ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Young. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of tlie 
first and fifth amendment. 

Mr. TavenneER. Let me see your driver’s permit. 

(The witness conferred with his 


Mr. Tavenner. You have handed me your driver’s permit which is 
in the name of Clarence George Young, address, 65114 West 59th 
Place, Los Angeles. Did you not live at that address in September of 
last year, 1958? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Youna. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds of the 
first and fifth amendment as ane stated. 


. 


Mr. TavenNneR. You donot Jive at the address on your driver’s permit 
now, do you? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Youna. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds of the 
first and fifth amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. You have changed your address from that now 
FF ae on your driver’s permit to 1503 Broadacres, Compton, have 
you not 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Youne. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds of the 
first and fifth amendment. 
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Mr. Tavenner. You are employed by Consolidated Western Steel 
at. 5700 South Eastern, Los Angeles, are you not? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Youne. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds previ- 
ously stated. 

Mr. Movtper. In order to make the record clear, may I interpose 
this statement: First, to explain to the witness that the normal ques- 
tions now being submitted to you are, as I would understand it, to 
ascertain whether or not you are the proper witness named in the 
subpena. It is a very simple proposition and certainly there is no 
question about the authority of this committee to issue subpenas. 

The witness has refused to give us the information to ascertain 
whether or not the person intended to be subpenaed is you and you 
have refused to answer those questions. Now, you understand, do you 
not, that by so refusing you may be placing yourself in the position 
of being in contempt of this committee and the Congress of the United 
States and subject to prosecution for refusing to answer those ques- 
tions. You do understand that, do you not? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Youn. I still refuse to answer the questions on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Young, in any event, you are the Clarence 
Young who was on the organizing committee of the Labor Youth 
League in Los Angeles, are you not ? 

Mr. Young. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds of the 
first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you occasionally engage in the work of an 
artist or cartoonist ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Youna. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds of the 
first and fifth amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you the Clarence Young who was active in 
the Independent Progressive Party in 1947 ? 

(The witnesss conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Youne. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds of the 
first and fifth amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where were you born ? 

Mr. Youna. I was born in New Orleans, La. 

Mr. Tavenner. You came to Los Angeles from New Orleans in 
1947, did you not? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Young. I refuse to answer the question on the first and fifth 
amendments. 

Mr. Tavenner. You have done work in drawing cartoons under the 
alias of “Clay” for the Pacific Coast Youth Recorder, a defunct official 
organ of the Labor Youth League, have you not ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Youna. I refuse to answer the questions on the grounds of the 
first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Tavenner. You are the Clarence Young who has been active 
in the Young Progressives of America, the Civil Rights Congress, and 
the American Youth Peace Crusade, are you not? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
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Mr. Youna. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds of the 
first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Tavenner. You are the Clarence Young who is a member of 
the District Council of the Communist Party for the Southern District 
of California at this time, are you not? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Youna. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds of the 
first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Movuuper. Do you still refuse to answer the question as to 
whether or not a subpena was served upon you to appear before this 
committee ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Simmons. For the purpose of the record, I will stipulate that 
he is one and the same person. 

Mr. Moutprer. I am asking the witness. Were you subpenaed and 
are you appearing here as the result of a subpena being served upon 

ou? 
‘ (The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Younc. Would you repeat the question again, please ? 

(The pending question was read by the reporter. ) 

Mr. Youne. Yes. I did receive a subpena and I am here because 
of that reason. 

Mr. Jonansen. Then, it was not a truthful statement which you 
made under oath that to answer that question would jeopardize your 
rights under the first and fifth amendments ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Youna. I refuse to answer the question on the ground of the 
first and fifth amendment. 

(Whereupon, at 12:07 p.m., Tuesday, February 24, 1959, the hearing 
was recessed, to be reconvened at 2 p.m., the same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION, TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 24, 1959 


Mr. Movtper (presiding). The committee will be in order. 

Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you are about to give will 
= my truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 

od 

Miss Bratr. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF HELEN BLAIR, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
ROBERT W. KENNY AND J. FRANKEL 


Mr. Tavenner. State your name, please. 

Miss Buarr. Helen Blair. 

Mr. TaveNNER. Miss or Mrs. ? 

Miss Brarr. I use Miss. I am divorced. 

Mr. Tavenner. It is noted that you are accompanied by two gen- 
tlemen. Will they please identify themselves for the record ? 

Mr. Kenny. Robert W. Kenny. 

Mr. Franke. J. Frankel. 
: Mr. rears You are both members of the State Bar of Cali- 

ornia 
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Mr. Kenny. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Franke. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where do you reside, Miss Blair? 

Miss Buarr. 1774 North Orange Grove Avenue, Hollywood. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you a native of the State of California ¢ 

Miss Buatr. No. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where were you born ? 

Miss Buarr. Michigan. 

Mr. Tavenner. How long have you lived in California? 

Miss Buarr. Since 1932. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your occupation ? 

Miss Briar. Iam unemployed at the moment. I was self-employed 
for a period and then I have done free-lance secretarial work, Part 
of the time I was married and then I had jobs. 

Mr. Tavenner. What type of employment when you were self- 
employed ? 

Miss Buarr. In the silk screen art business. 

Mr. Tavenner. What has been your formal educational training? 

Miss Briar. I graduated from the Morenci, Mich., high school and 
attended the University of Michigan for a year and then, later, went 
to a business school, both in Boston and in Washington, D.C. 

Mr. TavenNer. The committee’s information is that you attended 
the organizational meeting of the newly formed Southern California 
District organization of the Communist Party which was held on 
April 13-14, 1957. I would like to ask you whether you did attend 
that convention. 

Miss Buatr. I will decline to answer that question on the grounds 
of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you receive in advance of that convention a 
report by a Dorothy Hezley regarding the National Committee meet- 
ing of the Communist Party held in February 1957? 

Miss Buarr. I decline to answer that on the same grounds as pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Dorothy Healey presented at the meeting to which 
I referred, the one of April 13-14, 1957, a program for the advance- 
ment of the Communist Party in this area. Have you participated 
in any way in the advancement of that program ? 

ee Buarr. This question I also refuse to answer on the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Moutper. Miss Blair, do you know Dorothy Healey ? 

Miss Brarr. This question I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you personally acquainted with the program 
of reorganization of the Communist Party in the Los Angeles area? 

Miss Brat. I refuse to answer this question on the same grounds 
as previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the executive board of the 
Southern California Chapter of the Arts, Sciences, and Professions? 

Miss Bratr. This question I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

_Mr. Tavenner. You stated that you are divorced. Was your mar- 
ried name Helen B. Stewart? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Miss Brat. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 
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Mr. Tavenner. The committee from time to time has included in 
its investigation the activities of the Communist Party in connection 
with the Rosenberg case. Were you active in the work of the Com- 
mittee to Secure Justice in the Rosenberg Case back in the year 1953? 

Miss Buia. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I hand you a photostatic copy of a letterhead un- 
der the date of July 2, 1953, of the Committee to Secure Justice in the 
Rosenberg Case, and ask you to examine the seventh name in the list 
of sponsors and state whether or not you find your name there as one 
of the sponsors of that organization. 

(A document was handed to the witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Miss Buarr. I refuse to answer this question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I desire to introduce the document and ask that it 
be marked “Helen Blair Exhibit No. 1.” 

Mr. Movutper. It will be so marked and made a part of the record. 

(Document marked “Helen Blair Exhibit No. 1,” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Tavenner. I hand you a thermofax copy of an excerpt from 
the September 11, 1952, issue of the People’s World, and I ask if you 
see there an item headed, “24 Sponsor Rosenberg LA Meeeting.” 

(Document handed to witness. ) 

Miss Buatr. This I decline to answer also on the same grounds. 

Mr. TavenNer. I desire to introduce this document into evidence 
and request that it be marked Helen Blair Exhibit No. 2. 

Mr. Movuuper. The document will be so marked and made a part of 
the record. 

(Document marked “Helen Blair Exhibit No. 2,” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Tavenner. I read into the record a part of this document with 
the chairman’s permission : 

Twenty-four prominent Southern Californians were listed today as sponsors 
for Friday’s rally to secure justice for Ethel and Julius Rosenberg, sentenced to 
die in a frameup “spy” case. Atty. William Esterman, local chairman of the 
National Lawyers Guild, will chair the meeting at 8:30 p.m., Sept. 12, at Em- 
bassy auditorium, Ninth st. and Grand ave. 

Speakers will include John Howard Lawson, Samuel Ornitz and Horace V. 
Alexander. * * * 

On the sponsors list are Dr. Murray Abowitz, Jack Berman, Helen 
Blair, and others named there. Were you a sponsor of the meeting 
described in this article? 

Miss Brarr. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you know William Esterman as a member of 
the Communist Party ? 

Miss Brair. I decline to answer that question, also, on the same 
grounds, 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Communist Party in 
1952, the date of Blair Exhibit No. 2, and, also, on July 2, 1953, the 
_ 3 the letterhead of the Committee to Secure Justice in the Rosen- 

erg Case ? 
iss Brair. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you tell the committee, please, what knowl- 

edge you have of the activity of the Communist Party in this area in 
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the promotion of the work of the Committee to Secure Justice in the 
Rosenberg Case ? 


rome Brat. I decline to answer that question, also, on the same 
unds. 
o Mr. TavenNeER. Were you a sponsor of the Los Angeles Committee 
for Protection of Foreign Born in a conference held on February 28, 
1954, on the campaign to repeal the Walter-McCarran Law ? 

Miss Buair. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds, 

Mr. Tavenner. I hand you a thermofax copy of an excerpt from 
the February 2, 1954, issue of the People’s World and ask you to 
state whether or not you see there a statement that joining the com- 
mittee in sponsorship of the conference were Dr. Murray Abowitz, 
Jacob Aspiz, Helen Blair, and certain other persons ? 

Miss Buarr. Same answer. 

Mr. Mounper. May I pursue the statement here for a moment ? 

The question is, do you see that on that document? The document 
is handed to you and it is a very simple question. Does your name 
appear in the article? 

Miss Buatr. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you participate in a sponsorship of that move- 
ment 

Miss Buarr. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I desire to introduce the document in evidence and 
ask that it be marked “Helen Blair Exhibit No. 3.” 

Mr. eee It will be admitted into evidence as requested by 
counsel. 

(Document marked “Helen Blair Exhibit No. 3,” and retained 
in committee files.) 

Mr. Tavenner. Did I ask you where you were born ? 

Miss Buatr. Yes; Morenci, Mich. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you now a member of the Communist Party? 

Miss Brarr. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds 
as previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Movutper. You came to California from Michigan ? 

Miss Buatr. Yes. 

Mr. Moutper. In what year? 

Miss Buatr. 1932. 

Mr. Moutper. You say by professional occupation you are a stenog- 
rapher, self-employed ? 

Miss Buatr. Yes. I do free-lance work, mostly. 

Mr. Moutper. Do you work out of an office ? 

Miss Buarr. Occasionally. 

Mr. Moutper. Do you have a headquarters? 

Miss Buatr, Not in other offices. 

Mr. Movtprr. You are just subject to call at your residence? 

Miss Buatr. Yes. 

Mr. Mover. How long have you been here in California? 

Miss Buarr. It is 25 years. 

Mr. Moutper. During that period of time were you permanently 
or continuously occupied in any office? 

Miss Biatr. At various times for periods of a couple of years. 
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Mr. Mocuwper. Law offices or other business enterprises ? 

Miss Buair. A couple of short periods in law offices, generally in 
small industry or other offices. 

Mr. Movutper. In the performance of such service, were you ever 
called upon to perform services for any Communist Party organi- 

tion? 
ais Buarr. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds 
as previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you live at one time in Seattle, Wash. ? 

Miss Buarr. No. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions, 

Mr. Moutper. The witness is excused. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony which you are about to 
give before this committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mrs. Bisxar. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF ETHEL BISKAR, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
JOHN T. McTERNAN 


Mr. Tavenner. Will you state you name, please? 

Mrs. Biskar. Mrs. Ethel Biskar. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will counsel accompanying the witness please 
identify himself for the record ? 

Mr. McTernan. I am John T. McTernan, 112 West 9th Street, Los 
Angeles, 15. 

Mr. Tavpnner. When and where were you born, Mrs. Biskar? 

Mrs. Brsxar. I was born in New York City in 1935. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where do you now reside ? 

Mrs. Bisxar. Los Angeles. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your address? 

Mrs. Biskar. 4112 Palmwood Drive. 

Mr. Tavenner. How long have you lived in Los Angeles? 

Mrs. Biskar. Ten years. 

Mr. Tavenner. Prior to that, where did you live? 

Mrs. Biskar. New York City. 

Mr. TavenNeER. Will you tell the committee, please, what your 
formal educational training has been ? 

og Bisxar. Junior high school, senior high school, and junior 
college. 

Mr. Tavenner. What has been your employment record since you 
have been in Los Angeles ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Biskar. It is very difficult for me to remember each job. Do 
you want me to go into every job I have ever had? 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your present employment? 

Mrs. Biskar. I am employed by the Pacific Telephone and Tele- 
graph Co. 

r. TavenneER. For how long? 

Mrs. Biskar. Four and a half years. 

Mr. Tavenner. Prior to that, what was your employment? 

Mrs. Bisxar. I worked for an insurance company. 

Mr. Tavenner. For how long a period? 
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Mrs. Bisxar. About 6 months. 

Mr. Tavenner. Prior to that, how were you employed? 

Mrs. BisKkar. I worked in the garment industry. 

Mr. Tavenner. What phase of the garment industry ? 

Mrs. Biskar. I was an operator. 

Mr. Tavenner. Over what period of time were you so employed? 

Mrs. Bisxar. The year was 1953. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mrs. Biskar, the committee’s investigation has dis- 
closed that on January 20, 1957, you were a delegate to the California 
State convention of the Communist Party held in Los Angeles; is 
that information correct ? 

Mrs. Biskar. I am going to have to refuse to answer that question 
on, first of all, the grounds of the first amendment which gives me 
freedom of speech, press, assembly, etc., and also, on the grounds that 
I feel if I were to answer this question I would be undermining the 
traditional liberties and rights of the people of this country. 

I also refuse to answer this question on the grounds of the fifth 
amendment. 

me TaveNNER. Were you a member of the Communist Party in 
1957? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. To be more specific, on January 20, 1957. 

Mrs. BisKar. I will have to refuse to answer on the grounds previ- 
ously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you think it would undermine the rights of 
the people of this country if you were to tell this committee what you 
know about communism in Los Angeles? 

Mrs. Biskar. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you in attendance at the organizational meet- 
ing of the Southern District of the Communist Party for the State of 
California held in Los Angeles on April 13-14, 1957? 

Mrs. Biskar. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Communist Party at 
that time? 

Mrs. Biskar. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee has information that you are pres- 
ently under assignment of the Communist Party in youth work. Are 
you engaged in that type of work for the Communist Party? 

Mrs. Bisxar. I will refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you at this time a member of the Youth Com- 
mission of the Communist Party for the Southern District of Cali- 
fornia? 

Mrs. Biskar. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Prior to the reorganization of the Communist 
Party in Southern California in April of 1957, had you at any time 
been a member of the Labor Youth League? 

Mrs. Bisxar. I will have to refuse to answer that on the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you attend a meeting of the Labor Youth 
League at the Danish Auditorium, 1359 West 24th Street, on Febru- 
ary 17, 1956? 


] 
t 
( 
v 


COMMUNISM IN SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA AREA 269 


Mrs. Biskar. Same answer. 
Mr. Tavenner. Did you attend a lecture on dialectical materialism 
iven by Frank Carlson before the Los Angeles County Labor Youth 
ague on August 16, 1956, at a meeting held at 1251 South Andrews 
Place in Los Angeles? 

Mrs. Biskar. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is the answer? 

Mrs. Biskar. The same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. In other words, you refuse to answer ? 

Mrs. Biskar. On the grounds that I have already stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee’s investigation discloses that the 
Labor Youth League was dissolved on February 24, 1957. Were you 
a member of it at the time of its dissolution ¢ 

Mrs. Biskar. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. During the course of this hearing—in fact that 

hase of it which was held in September of 1958—there was introduced 
in evidence a copy of a letter known as the letter of the 22 persons 
who signed grievances against the Communist Party. That is, by 
22 persons who were members of the Communist party. 

Are you acquainted with the preparation of that letter? 

Mrs. Biskar. I refuse to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. TavenNer. Subsequent to that, there was a letter of resigna- 
tion sent into the Communist Party under date of March 26, 1958. 
Do you know anything about the preparation of that letter? 

Mrs. Biskar. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you aware of the fact that the persons who 
signed that letter of resignation did so in part for the reason that the 
Comsnaniat Party was under the canis control of the Soviet 
Union? 

Mrs. Bisxar. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did anyone approach you about the signing of a 
letter of resignation ? 

Mrs. Biskar. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you know how many youth group organizations 
there are in the Communist Party in Los Angeles at this time? 

Mrs. Biskar. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you know whether adult members of the Com- 
munist Party are, or have been, assigned to these groups of young 
Communists for the purpose of directing them in their studies? 

Mrs. Biskar. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you a member of the Communist Party now? 

Mrs. Biskar. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions. 

Mr. Mouvper. I have one or two questions which I think should go 
into the record. 

You say you were born in New York? 

Mrs. Biskar. That is true. 

Mr. Movutper. You came to California at what age? 

Mrs. Bisxar. Thirteen. 

Mr. Movutper. You came here with your parents? 

Mrs. Biskar. Yes. 
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Mr. Movtper. Were they born in New York? 

Mrs. Bisxar. I don’t see where this has any bearing on this 
investigation. 

Mr. Mouuper. Maybe not. It is just preliminary questioning into 
your background. I was wondering whether your people were born 
in America or if they were naturalized. 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Bisxar. I do not think it is pertinent to this investigation. 

Mr. Movtper. I do not have any other questions. Do you have any 
questions, Mr. Tavenner ? 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no other questions. 

Mr. Mouuper. You are excused. 

Raise your right hand, please. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony which you are about to 

ive before this committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and noth- 

ing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Enriasian. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF EDWARD M. ENFIAJIAN, ACCOMPANIED BY 
COUNSEL, JOHN T. McTERNAN 


Mr. Tavenner. Will you state your name, please ? 

Mr. Enriagian, My name is Edward M. Enfiajian. 

Mr. 'Tavenner. Will counsel please identify himself for the record ? 

Mr. McTernan. John T. McTernan, 112 Northwest 9th Street, 
Los Angeles. 


Mr. Tavenner. When and where were you born ? 


Mr. Enrtagtan. I was born in Los Angeles in 1928. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where do you now reside? 

Mr. Enrias1an. 944 North Western Avenue, Los Angeles, 29. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you lived in Los Angeles all your life? 

Mr. Enriasian. I have, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. What has been your formal educational training ? 

Mr. Enriagi1an. I was educated in the public schools in Los Angeles, 
Los Angeles City College, and I have a bachelor of arts degree from 
Los Angeles State College and I have done graduate work since then. 

Mr. TavENNER. When were you awarded your B.A. degree ¢ 

Mr. Enriastan. I am not sure of the date. I believe it was in 1954 
or 1955. It was in the summer. 

Mr. TavenNer. How are you employed ¢ 

Mr. Enriasian. I am employed as an engraver, a trophy engraver, 
and related work. 

Mr. Tavenner. How long have you been so employed ? 

Mr. Enriastan. About 4 years. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee’s investigation has disclosed that the 
first interest that you have shown in the Communist Party was around 
the year 1956 when you became active in the Labor Youth League. 

Did your first interest in the Communist Party begin at that time 
and in that phase of Communist work ? 

Mr. Enriasian. Are you asking me of my interests? 
re Mr. ne Was that your first interest in the Communist 

arty 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
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Mr. Enrtagtan. Would you repeat that question, please? 

Mr. Tavenner. Is the committee’s information correct that your 
first. interest in the Communist Party was during the year 1956? 

Mr. Enrtastan. I will have to decline to answer that question, sir, 
on the constitutional grounds which are afforded me. 

Mr. Tavenner. The constitutional grounds? 

Mr. Enrrastan. That’s right, sir. 

Mr. TavenNer. What constitutional grounds? 

Mr. Enrtagstan. I have specifically in mind the first amendment 
of the Constitution and the fifth amendment of the Constitution and 
other privileges granted by the Federal Constitution. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you including that provision of the fifth 
amendment relating to self-incrimination ? 

Mr. Enriagtan. Yes, sir, I am including that. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you active in the Taber Youth League work 
of the Communist Party in 1956? 

Mr. Enrtastan. I will not answer that question for the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. As a matter of fact, were you not on the finance 
committee of the Labor Youth League? 

Mr. Enrrastan. I decline to answer that question on the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee has introduced into evidence during 
the course of these hearings a statement purportedly made by Dorothy 
Healey at the organizational meeting of the Communist Party in 
April of 1957 in which she outlined the program of the youth work 
of the Communist Party. We have introduced evidence relating to 
the type of youth work performed since that time in conformity with 
that program. 

Now, I want to ask you whether or not you were at any time, or 
whether you have at any time since April 1957, been a member of the 
Youth Commission of the Communist Party for the Southern District 
of California. 

Mr. Enrtastan. I will decline to answer that question on the same 
grounds, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is it not a fact that in October of 1958 you were 
given a position on the section level of the Communist Party in 
Southern California which made it inadvisable for you to continue 
work with the Youth Commission ? 

Mr. Enrrastan. Are you asking me a question, sir? 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes. 

Mr. Enriastan. Would you mind restating the question ? 

Mr. Tavenner. Is it not a fact that you were given a position in 
October of 1958 on the section level of the Communist Party which 
necessitated your removal from the position of a member of the Youth 
Commission of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Enriastan. I will not answer that question on the same 
grounds, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Communist Party in 
October, 1958 

Mr. Enrrastan. I will not answer that question for the same 
grounds, 
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Mr. Tavennerr. Are you at this time organizational secretary of 
the Communist Party / 

Mr. Enrragtan. I decline to answer that question on the same 
grounds, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Movuiper. What did you say your age was’ 

Mr. Ewrras1an. I said I was born in 1928. 

Mr. Mounper. Have you ever served in the Armed Forces of the 
United States ? 

Mr. Enriagtan. I have. 

Mr. Mounper. In what capacity and what period of time? 

Mr. Enriagtan. I enlisted in the Air National Guard of California 
and that unit was called into Federal service on May 1, 1951. I served 
until 1953 in the Air Force of the United States. 

Mr. You were discharged 

Mr. Enrrastan. I was. 

Mr. Moutper. Did you receive an honorable discharge 

Mr. Enrtastan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Mouuper. Are you married ? 

Mr. Enrtastan. No, sir. 

Mr. Mou.per. What is your present occupation ? 

Mr. Enriasian. Lam doing engraving work for atrophy shop. 

_ Mr. Jonansen. Did you, asa member of the Armed Forces, take an 
oath stating that you were not a miiiber of any organization com- 
mitted to the overthrow of the Government of the United States by 
force and violence / 

Mr. Enrrastan. I decline to answer that question, sir, on the same 

ounds. 

Mr. Jonansen. Do I understand you, then, to say that vou believe 
that it would incriminate you to answer a factual question as to 
whether you did take such an oath? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Enrragran. My attorney advises me that I do not have to state 
the reason for claiming my privileges under the Constitution, 

Mr. Jonansen. You were honorably discharged ? 

Mr. Enrrastan. That is correct. 

Mr. JonHansen. Did you serve in Korea? 

Mr. Enrr1agtan. No, sir, I did not. The principal part of my serv- 
ice was in Germany. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Communist Party before 
you became a member of the Armed Forces / 

Mr. EnrrastAn. I decline to answer that question, sir, on the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions. 

Mr. Movutper. Were you a member of the Communist Party at any 
time while serving in the Armed Forces ? 

Mr. Enrtastan. I decline to answer that question, sir, on the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Moutper. Were you a member of any organization which seeks 
to overthrow our present form of Government by force or violence / 

Mr. Enrtasian. I decline to answer that question on the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Moutprr. The witness is excused. 
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Do you solemnly swear that the testimony which you are about to 
give before this committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Maymupes. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF AUGUST MAYMUDES, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
JOHN T. McTERNAN 


Mr. ‘Tavenner. Will you state your name, please ? 

Mr. Maymupes. August Maymudes. 

Mr. ‘TAvVENNER. Spell your last name. 

Mr. Maymupes. M-a-y-m-u-d-e-s, 

Mr. 'TAVENNER. Will counsel please identify himself for the record / 

Mr. McTrrnan. John T. MeTernan, 112 West Ninth Street, Los 
Angeles 15, Calif. 

Mr. Tavenner. When and where were you born ? 

Mr. Maymupes. 1 was born August 25, 1930, in the city of New 
York. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where do you now reside 4 

Mr. Maymupes. At 811 or 813 North Hiberian. There are two 
apartments with a common entrance and I have never been quite sure. 

Mr. Tavenner. Los Angeles? 

Mr. Maymupes. Yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. How long have you lived in Los Angeles ¢ 

Mr. Maymupes. Since 1933. 

Mr. Tavenner, What is your occupation / 

Mr. Maymupes. Pharmacist. 

Mr. Taverner. How long have you been following that occupation ¢ 

Mr. Maymupes. I have been employed in the field for 8 years. I 
have been a licensed pharmacist for about a year and a half. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you tell the committee briefly, please, what 
your formal educational training has been ? 

Mr. Maymupes. Public schools in Los Angeles through high school 
and a degree in doctor of pharmacy from the University of Southern 
California, 

Mr. TAvENNER. Are you acquainted with Shifra Goldman ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. MayMupes. I refuse to answer that question on the basis of the 
first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you also acquainted with Edward M. Enfiajian ? 

Mr. Maymupes. I refuse on the same basis. 

Mr. Tavenner. Admiral Dawson? 

Mr. Maymupes. I refuse on the same basis. 

Mr. Tavenner. Ethel Biskar? 

Mr. Maymupes. | refuse on the same basis. 

Mr. Tavenner. And Charlene Mitchell ? 

Mr. Maymupes. I refuse on the same basis. 

Mr. Tavenner. Eleanor Smith ? 

Mr. Maymupes. I refuse on the same basis. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Maymudes, are you familiar with a report made 
by Dorothy Healey at the organizational meeting of the Communist 
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Party for the Southern District of California held in April, 1957, 
relating to the youth movement in southern California / 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Mayrmupes. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Shortly after that meeting, in April of 1957, were 
you appointed to the Youth Commission of the Communist Party com- 
posed of the persons whose names I asked you about a few moments 
ago? 

Mr. Maymupes. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you now a member of the Youth Commission of 
the Communist Party for the Southern District of California? 

Mr. Mayrmupes. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you served in the Armed Forces of the 
United States ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Maymupes. Yes, I have. 

Mr. Tavenner. Over what period of time? 

Mr. Maymupes. From March of 1951 until February of 1953. 

Mr. Tavenner. In what branch of the service were you? 

Mr. Maymupes. I was inthe Army. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you receive an honorable discharge ? 

Mr. Maymupes. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Communist Party priov 
to your entry into the armed service ¢ 

Mr. Maymupes. I refuse to answer on the same grounds as previous- 
ly stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Communist Party at any 
time while you were serving in the Armed Forces of the United States? 

Mr. Maymupes. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. In what area did you serve? Were you in Korea? 

Mr. Maymoupes. I served in Japan the majority of my time. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you in Korea during any part of your service’ 

Mr. Maymoupes. No. 

Mr. JoHansen. Did you, upon entering the Army, take an oath 
swearing that you belonged to no organization which advocated the 
overthrow of the Government by force and violence ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Maymupes. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Jonansen. Are you a member of the Communist Party now’ 

Mr. Maymupes. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Moutper. The witness is excused. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony which you are about 
to give before this committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mrs. GotpMANn. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF SHIFRA GOLDMAN, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
ESTHER SHANDLER 


Mr. TavENNER. State your name, please. 
Mrs. GotpMANn. Shifra Goldman. 


Mr. TaveNNER. Miss or Mrs. ? 
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Mrs. GoLpMAN. Mrs. 
Mr. Tavenner. Spell your first name, please. 
Mrs. GotpMaANn. S-h-i-f-r-a. 
Mr. 'Tavenner. Will counsel accompanying the witness please iden- 
tify herself ¢ 

Miss SuHanpuer. Esther Shandler. 

Mr. Tavenner. What was your maiden name, Mrs. Goldman ? 

Mrs. GotpMan. Before I answer that question, I would like to in- 
quire to the nature of this discussion here today. 

Mr. Mouuper. May we ask counsel for additional information con- 
cerning her location and so forth ¢ 

Miss SHANDLER. I am located at 208 West 8th Street, Los Angeles. 

Mr. Tavenner. The witness has asked to be advised with respect to 
this hearing. 

At the beginning of this meeting, the chairman announced that this 
is a continuation of the hearing begun here in September of 1958. 
He read into the record the resolution adopted by this committee on 
the 23d of January 1959, authorizing the holding of this hearing, 
which I will review with you. The resolution is as follows: 


Be it resolved, That a hearing by the Committee on Un-American Activities, 
or a Subcommittee thereof, to be held in Los Angeles, Calif., or at such other 
place or places as the chairman may designate, on such date or dates as the 
chairman may determine, be authorized and approved, including the conduct 
of investigations deemed reasonably necessary by the staff in preparation there- 
for, relating to the extent, character and objects of Communist Party activities 
in California, with special reference to such activities in southern California, 
the legislative purpose being: 

1. (a) To obtain additional information for use by the committee in its con- 
sideration of section 16 of H.R. 9352 relating to the proposed amendment of 
section 4 of the Communist Control Act of 1954 referred to the Committee on 
Un-American Activities on August 19, 1957, prescribing a penalty for knowingly 
and willfully becoming or remaining a member of the Communist Party with 
knowledge of the purposes or objectives thereof: and 

(b) To obtain additional information, adding to the committee’s overall 
knowledge on the subject so that Congress may be kept informed and thus 
prepared to enact remedial legislation in the national defense, and for internal 
security, when and if the exigencies of the situation require it. 

2. In the exercise of continuous watchfulness of the execution by the admin- 
istrative agency concerned of laws the subject matter of which is within the 
juridietion of this committee, to obtain information to assist the House in 
appraising the administration of such laws and in developing such amendments 
or related legislation as the committee may deem necessary. 


Now, my question to you is, will you please state your maiden name ¢ 

Mrs. GotpMAN. In view of what you just read to me, what relevancy 
does my maiden name have to your discussion ? 

Mr. Tavenner. May I have a direction? It is a matter of iden- 
tification of the witness. 

Mr. Mounper. It is purely an introductory statement asked of you 
so you may identify yourself for the record as a witness subpenaed 
here before this committee and you are directed to answer the question, 

(The witness conferred with her counsel. ) 

Mrs. Gotpman. If I understand the question correctly, you want 
my identification. I have identified myself as the person identified 
in the subpena. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you please answer my question 4 
(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 
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Mr, TaveNNeR. [ am not certain whether the chairman directed her 
to answer the question. 

Mr. Moutprr. Yes, she has been directed to answer the question, 

Mrs. Gorpman. I fee) that this is an invasion of my rights under 
the Constitution of the United States to freedom of speech and as- 
sociation and I will claim the privileges of the two amendments that 
guarantee me these rights, the first and the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you relying upon that part of the fifth amend- 
ment which relates to self-incrimination ? 

Mrs. GotpMan. I would say the right of a witness not to testify 
against himself, yes. 

Mr. TavENNER. Do you honestly believe that to answer the ques- 
tion as to what your maiden name was would tend to incriminate 

ou? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mr. Tavenner. If you do not honestly believe that, you are just 
attempting to play with this committee. 

Mrs. GotpMAN. I stand on the same answer I gave previously. 

Mr. Movutper. I did not understand the witnesss’ name stated in 
the beginning. What did you say it was? 

Mrs. GorpMan. G-o-]-d-m-a-n. 

Mr. Movutprer. What is the first name? 

Mrs. Gotpman. S-h-i-f-r-a. 

Mr. Movtoer. Is that Miss or Mrs. ? 

Mrs. GotpMAn. AsI stated before, it is Mrs. 

Mr. Movutper. Then you are married ? 

Mrs. GotpMan. No, I am not. 

Mr. Movxper. You are divorced? 

Mrs. GotpMan. Yes, I am. 

Mr. Moutper. Since you answered those questions concerning your 
marital status, will you tell us what your name was before you were 
married ¢ 

Mrs. Gotman. I would like to decline to answer the question on 
the same grounds previously stated. 

Mr. TAvenNerR. When and where were you born ? 

Mrs. GotpMAN. I was born in the United States in 1926. 

Mr. Tavenner. In what part of the United States? 

Mrs. GotpMan. New York. 

Mr. Tavenner. Wi!l youstate the date and place, please? 

Mrs. GoLpMAN. 1926; that makes me 32 years old. 

Mr. TAavenner. Where do you now reside? 

Mrs. GotpMAN. Los Angeles. 

Mr. Tavenner. At what address? 

Mrs. GotpMAN. 4419 Seventh Avenue. 

Mr. Tavenner. How long have you lived in Los Angeles? 

Mrs. GoLpMANn. Approximately 15 years. 

Mr. 'Tavenner. Have you lived in Los Angeles continuously since 
that date? 

Mrs. GotpMAn. Yes, I have. 

Mr. Tavenner. Tell the committee what your formal educational 
training has been. 

Mrs. GotpMAN. I graduated high school and I proceeded to college. 
Mr. 'TavenneER. Where did you attend college? 
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Mrs. GorpMaAn. The University of California at Los Angeles. 

Mr. Tavenner. How many years did you attend ? 

Mrs. GoLpMAN. Four and a half years. 

Mr. Tavenner. What was your last year of attendance? 

Mrs. GotpMAN. Do you mean which year did I leave the school ? 

Mr. TAvENNER. Yes. 

Mrs. 1948. 

Mr. Tavenner. That was your last attendance‘ 

Mrs. GoLpMAN. Yes. 

Mr. TAvenneER. What is your profession 

Mrs. GotpMan. I am a bookkeeper. 

Mr. Tavenner. How long have you been employed as such? 

Mrs. GotpMAN. It has been several years, about 4 years or there- 
abouts. Three or four years. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mrs. Goldman, the committee has introduced in 
evidence as Healey Exhibit No. 7, a report which she made to the 
Communist Party Southern District of California convention held 
on April 13, 1957. A part of that report deals with the youth move- 
ment of the Communist Party. Are you familiar with that part of 
her report ¢ 

Mrs. GotpmMan. I decline to answer on the grounds previously 
stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Shortly after the report made by her in April 1957, 
did you take any part in the implementation of the program for the 
Communist youth in this area? 

Mrs. GotpMan. I still decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you not a member and are you not now a 
member of the Youth Commission of the Communist Party for the 
Southern District of California? 

Mrs. GotpMaAN. I decline on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is there not a youth group in existence now which 
is known as the Shifra Goldman Study Group ¢ 

Mrs. GotpMaAN. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you now engaged in the education of youth in 
Communist principles in this area ? 

Mrs. GotpMAN. I decline on the same grounds. I wish to state that 
I am going to decline all answers to these questions on that same 
ground. 

Mr. Moutper. Do you take the position that you are not going to 
answer any questions / 

Mrs, GotpMANn. No; I did not say that. I mean this type of ques- 
tion. 

Mr. Moutprr. Do you have any knowledge of any subversive or 
disloyal acts on the part of any person whom you would consider to 
be a danger to our form of Government ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Gotpman. I still decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Mounper. Do you have any knowledge whatsoever concerning 
uny action being taken by any organization involved with, and in co- 
operation with, the Communist conspiracy or the Soviet Union, Mrs. 
(roldman ? 

Mrs. GotpMAN. I still decline to answer on the same grounds. 


278 COMMUNISM IN SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA AREA 


Mr. Moutper. In other words, you are taking the position that you 
will not answer any questions as an American citizen concerning any- 
thing which might endanger our Government, our people of America, 
is that correct ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. GotpMan. As I stated, I am not going to answer any questions 
which invade my rights under the first and fifth amendment. That 
is what I meant when I said I would not answer such questions. 

Mr. Jouansen. Do you mean you will invoke such rights but you 
will decline to answer any questions which relate to a threat to the 
Government and the Constitution which guarantees the very rights 


you enjoy? 

Mrs. a I invoke my rights and I think I have explained 
why I invoked them and I am still invoking them, if that is in answer 
to your question. 

r. TAVENNER. I referred to what the committee has ascertained to 
be a youth group of the Communist Party which goes by the name of 
the Shifra Goldman Group. Is it correct that the age spread of the 
members of that youth group is 17 to 30 years? 

Mrs. GotpMan. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. What percentage of that group is ready for induc- 
tion into regular membership in the Communist Party at this time? 

Mrs. GotpMAN. I decline on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is it the practice in your group to have different 
functionaries of the Communist Party appear before the group as 
instructors ? 

Mrs. GotpMAN. I decline on the same grounds. 

Mr. Movutper. You are an American citizen, are you not ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel. ) 

Mrs. GotpMAN. Yes, Iam. 

Mr. JoHANSEN. Have you ever served as a member of any branch of 
the Armed Forces? 

Mrs. GotpMan. No, havenot. I was not old enough. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you now a member of the Communist Party / 

Mrs. GotpMan. I still decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions. 

Mr. Moutper. You are excused. 

The committee will recess until 9:30 a.m., tomorrow. 

(Whereupon, at 3:40 p.m., Tuesday, February 24, 1959, the hearing 
was recessed, to be reconvened at 9:50 a.m., on the following day.) 
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THE SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA DISTRICT OF THE 
COMMUNIST PARTY 


Structure—Objectives—Leadership 


WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 25, 1959 


Unrrep States House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE 
CoMMITTEE ON UN-AMERICAN ACTIVITIES, 
Los Angeles, Calif. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION * 


The subcommittee of the Committee on Un-American Activities met, 
pursuant to notice at 9:30 a.m., in Room 229 Federal Building, Los 
Angeles, Calif., Hon. Francis E. Walter, chairman, presiding. 

Committee members present: Representatives Francis E. Walter, 
of Pennsylvania, Morgan M. Moulder, of Missouri, and August E. 
Johansen, of Michigan. 

Statf members present: Frank S. Tavenner, Jr., counsel; and Wil- 
liam A. Wheeler, investigator; Mrs. William A. Wheeler, acting clerk. 

Chairman Watrer. The committee will come to order. 


TESTIMONY OF MATILDA MOLINA TOLLY, ACCOMPANIED BY 
COUNSEL, JOHN T. McTERNAN 


Mr. Watrer. Will you raise your right hand, please ? 

Do you swear the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mrs. Totty. I do. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will youstate your name, please ? 

Mrs. Totty. Matilda Tolly. 

Mr. Tavenner. How do youspell your last name? 

Mrs. Totty. T-o-1-l-y. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will counsel please identify himself for the record ? 

Mr. McTernan. I am John T. McTernan, 112 West 9th Street, 
Los Angeles, 15. 

Mr. 'Tavenner. Are you “Miss” or “Mrs.” ? 

Mrs. Totty. “Mrs.” 

Mr. Tavenner. What was your maiden name? 

Mrs. Totty. Molina. 


1 Released by the committee and ordered to be printed. 
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Mr. Tavenwa. Have you also been known by the married name of 
Berry 

Mis. Totty. That was my previous name. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where do you reside, Mrs. Tolly ? 

Mrs. Totty. 1822 Bellevue. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where were you born ? 

Mrs. Totty. Arizona. 

Mr. Tavenner. How long have you lived in Los Angeles? 

Mrs. Totty. I believe since 1926. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you tell the committee, please, what your edu- 
cational training has been ? 

Mrs. Totiy. I went a year to high school. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your present occupation / 

Mrs. Totty. Iam a housewife. 

Mr. Tavenner. What was your last occupation other than that of 
a housewife ? 

Mrs. Totiy. I don’t remember. I have worked all over the city at 
sometime or other, so I really couldn’t tell you. I have done practi- 
cally everything. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you at any time used the name Hilda Knox? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Tory. I invoke the fifth amendment. I refuse to answer that 
question because it might tend to incriminate me and it is not pertinent. 

Mr. Tavennen. Is it not a fact that you joined the Communist 
Party in 1933 here in Los Angeles and that you registered under the 
name of Hilda Knox? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Totry. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I hand you a photostatic copy of an affidavit of 
registration sworn to on August 16, 1939, to vote, in which it shows 
the affiliation of the affiant. Will you examine it, please, and state 
whether or not this is an affidavit prepared by you? 

(A document was handed to the witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Totiy. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavennenr. I desire to offer the document in evidence and ask 
that it be marked Tolly Exhibit No. 1. 

Mr. Water. It may be so marked. 

(Document marked “Tolly Exhibit No. 1” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you examine the name appearing in the afli- 
davit as the affiant, namely, Mrs. Matilda Berry, and state whether 
or not that is your signature ? 

(A document was handed to the witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Totty. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Chairman, the affidavit shows that the affilia- 
tion given by the affiant is that of the Communist Party. 
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Were you a member of the Communist Party on August 16, 1939? 

( The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Totty. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I hand you a similar affidavit of registration, sworn 
and subseribed to on July 16, 1942, and ask you to examine it and state 
whether or not you identify the signature thereto as being your 
signature. 

(A document was handed to the witness. ) 

(‘The witness conferred with her counsel. ) 

Mrs. Totty. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I desire to offer the document in evidence and ask 
that it be marked Tolly Exhibit No. 2. 

Mr. Warrer. It will be so marked. 

(Document marked “Tolly Exhibit No. 2” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Communist Party on 
July 16, 1942 4 

Mrs. ‘Totty. L refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Belmont-Temple Club 
of the Communist Party during the year 1947 ¢ 

Mrs. Totiy. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. TaveNNER. Were you not press director for that club as shown 
by the February 28, 1947, issue of the People’s World ? 

Mrs. Totty. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. ‘Tavenner. It is the committee’s information that you were a 
delegate to the California State convention of the Communist Party 
held on January 19-20, 1957. Were you a delegate to that convention ¢ 

Mrs. Totuy. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. It is the committee’s information that you were also 
a delegate to the Southern California District convention of the Com- 
munist Party held on April 13-14, 1957. Were you a delegate to that 
convention 

Mrs. Torry. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you tell the committee, please, what assign- 
ments were given to you to carry out Communist Party obligations 
and functions since April 13, 1957 ? 

Mrs. Totty. [refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee, from its investigation, has deter- 
mined that special instructions were given from time to time to party 
members to perform certain types of work within churches. Were you 
assigned work of that character ? 

pee Totiy. I refuse to answer that question, also, on the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you a member of the Communist Party now ? 

Mrs. Totty. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Waurer. The witness is excused. 

(Whereupon, at 9: 55 a.m., the witness was excused. ) 
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TESTIMONY OF MARK ROBINSON, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
JOHN T. McTERNAN 


Mr. Watrer. Will you raise your right hand, please ¢ 

Do you swear that the testimony you are about to give will be the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Rosrnson. I do. 

Mr. TAvENNER. Will you state your name, please ? 

Mr. Mark Robinson. 

Mr. TavenneEr. Will counsel please identify himself for the record ‘ 

Mr. McTernan. John T. McTernan, 112 W. 9th Street, Los 
Angeles, 15. 

Mr. Tavenner. When and where were you born, Mr. Robinson ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Roprnson. I was born in Alberta, Canada, in 1915. 

Mr. Tavenner. When did you come to the United States ? 

Mr. In 1918. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are youa naturalized American citizen ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Roprnson. I have a certificate of naturalization. I also claim 
citizenship because of the citizenship of my parents. 

Mr. Tavenner. In other words, sn fo citizenship ? 

Mr. Waurer. No. He is naturalized and he claims derivative citi- 
zenship. 

Mr. McTrernan. No, sir. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Rosrnson. I was born in Canada of American citizens and claim 
citizenship thereby. 

Mr. Tavenner. What was your father’s name? 

Mr. Rozrnson. James Roger Robinson. 

Mr. Tavenner. You state you also have a certificate of naturaliza- 
tion. When and where were you naturalized ? 

Mr. Rosrnson. I was naturalized in Pulaski County, Missouri, in 
December, I believe, 1942, while a member of the Armed Forces. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where do you now reside? 

Mr. Rosrnson. At 4441 Lynnfield Street, Los Angeles, California. 

Mr. Tavenner. How long have you resided in Los Angeles? 

Mr. Rortnson. Since 1946. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where did you live prior to that? 

Mr. Rosrnson. Immediately prior to my coming to Los Angeles, I 
was a member of the Armed Forces practically all over the world. 
Do you want me to go further? Do you want to know where I lived 
before that ? 

Mr. Tavenner. When did you enter the armed services? 

Mr. Rostnson. In 1942. 

Mr. Tavenner. You were discharged when ? 

Mr. Roprnson. 1946. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you hold an honorable discharge ? 

Mr. Rosrnson. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Tavenner. Will you tell the committee, please, what your edu- 
cational training has been ? 

Mr. Rosrnson. I am a graduate of a public high school. I have 
one semester in one subject in college. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your present occupation ? 

Mr. Rozrnson. I am a furniture worker. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Communist Party at 
the time of your naturalization in Missouri in 1942? 

Mr. Rosrnson. I decline to answer this question on the grounds 
of the first amendment to the Constitution which invades my right 
to free speech and association and on the further grounds that such a 
a is not pertinent to any matters into which this committee may 
legislate. 

o Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Robinson, in September, the committee con- 
ducted a hearing in Los Angeles and this is a continuance of that 
hearing. At that time there was introduced in evidence as “Healey 
Exhibit No, 24,” a letter under date of March 26, 1958, addressed to 
the National Committee of the Communist Party of the United States 
which was a letter of resignation from the Communist Party of a 
number of individuals. 

Your name does not appear as one of the signatories to that letter. 
However, from the investigation that the committee has made we 
understand that this letter was submitted to you and that you have 
seen it, and that you have endorsed it, and actually have withdrawn 
from the Communist Party. If that is true, we want this record to 
show it. Will you state whether or not you have withdrawn from 
the Communist Party ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Rosrnson. I decline to answer this on the same grounds as 
previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. This letter contains a statement, Mr. Robinson, on 
behalf of those who signed it, that, “We do not believe that conditions 
are yet ripe for the emergence of a definitive program and organiza- 
tion. But we do feel that more limited steps can be taken which will 
help prepare the soil for something new * * *.” 

What is that “something new” referred to in that letter by those who 
resigned ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Rosrnson. I will decline to answer that question on the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you know who composed this letter? 

Mr. Ropinson. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you agree with its contents? 

Mr. Rosrnson. The same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. As a worker in the furniture business, I assume that 
you were a member of a union in that field, were you not, or are you 
not 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Roprnson. I decline to answer this question on the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Numerous meetings of the Communist Party have 
been held at which Bernard Lusher, the head of the Labor Commis- 
sion of the Communist Party, spoke and made plans for the work 
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of the Communist Party within the field of labor. Are you acquainted 
with his plans? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Rosrnson. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you a member of the Communist Party now? 

Mr. Rosrnson. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions. 

Mr. JoHansen. When you entered the armed services, did you sign 
an affidavit under oath or otherwise swear that you did not belong to 
any organization which advocated the overthrow of the Government by 
force and violence? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Roginson. I decline to answer this question on the same 
grounds. 

Mr. JoHansen. In what branch of the armed services did you serve? 

Mr. Rosrnson. The U.S. Army. 

Mr. Watrer. The witness is excused. 

(Whereupon at 10:45 a.m., the witness was excused.) 


TESTIMONY OF DELFINO VARELA, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
ESTHER SHANDLER 


Mr. Watrer. Will youstand and raise your right hand ? 

Do you swear that the testimony which you are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Varexa. I do. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your name, please, sir? 

Mr. Vareta. My name if Delfino Varela. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will counsel accompanying the witness please 
identify herself for the record ? 

Miss SuHanputer. Esther Shandler, 208 West 8th Street, Los Angeles, 
14. 
Mr. Tavenner. When and where were you born, Mr. Varela? 

Mr. Varewa. Pecos, N. Mex., November 14, 1926. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where do you now reside ? 

Mr. Vareta. Los Angeles, Calif. 

Mr. Tavenner. How long have you lived in Los Angeles? 

Mr. Vareta. For approximately 314 years; September, of 1955. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you tell the committee, please, what your edu- 
cational training has been ? 

Mr. Varera. I hold a bachelor of arts degree from the University 
of New Mexico, in education and a master of social work degree from 
the University of Michigan. 

Mr. Tavenner. The University of Michigan ? 

Mr. Varexa. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your present occupation ? 

Mr. Varexa. Social worker. 

Mr. Tavenner. In Los magplen’ 

Mr. Varexa. In Los Angeles, yes, sir. 

wary TavenNER. How long have you been engaged in that occupa- 
tion 

Mr. Vareta. In Los Angeles or in general ? 

Mr. Tavenner. In Los Rain 
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Mr. Varexa. The same time as my residence, approximately three 
and a half years. 

Mr. Tavenner. Prior to that period of time, what was your em- 
ployment ? 

Mr. Varexa. Prior to that period of time I was a social service 
worker in Detroit, Michigan. 

Mr. Tavenner. How long were you a social worker in Detroit 
Michigan, and between what dates? 

Mr. Vareta. Between March of 1954 and around July of 1955. 

Mr. Tavenner. Prior to that time, how were you employed? 

Mr, Varexa. I was also a social worker. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where? 

Mr. Vareta. Pittsburgh. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you give us the dates of your employment at 
Pittsburgh ? 

Mr. Vareta. Approximately between September of 1952 and March 
of 1954. 

Mr. Tavenner. While you were engaged in the work of a social 
worker in Pittsbugh, were you a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Vareua. My civic activity has been dedicated to helping dis- 
abled people and the Mexican-American people, of which I am one, 
to assume the full responsibilities of their citizenship and to partici- 
pate more fully in their democracy. However, I find that this type 
of questioning into people’s associations and beliefs has been a detri- 
ment to these objectives in the sense that it has created suspicions and 
fears about any type of civic work. 

Furthermore, answers to questions on associations and beliefs, in 
my opinion, violate the first amendment to the Constitution which 
forbids Congress from legislating in this area and consequently, from 
investigating in this area. 

Therefore, I must also—questions asked at hearings of this type 
can and often have been used against people in future proceedings 
no matter how innocent these people may be, and, therefore, I must 
respectfully decline to answer the question and avail myself of the 
privileges afforded me by the first and fifth amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you referring to that provision of the fifth 
amendment relating to self-incrimination ? 

(The witness conferred with his err 

Mr. Vareta. I refer to that part of the fifth amendment which pro- 
vides that no person need be a witness against himself. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Communist Party while 
you were engaged in social work in Detroit between 1954 and 1955? 

Mr. Varexa. Again, sir, I must respectfully decline to answer the 
question on the same grounds as I have previously stated. 

Mr. Water. By whom were you employed while in Detroit? 

Mr. Vareta. I wonder if the committee at this time would inform 
me as to the subject under inquiry here today and how this subject 
relates to my place of employment. 

Mr. Watrer. This is merely a preliminary question. 

Mr. Varera. I would like the— 

Mr. Watrer. You have already testified that you were engaged in 
this type of work and I think we have a right to con whether or not 
you were doing it for a private organization, a public organization, 
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or you were doing it as an act of charity yourself. You have opened 
the door for this line of questioning. 

Mr. Vareta. I would like to request again that the committee ex- 
plain to me the subject under inquiry and the relevancy of my place of 
employment to the specific subject under inquiry here. 

Mr. Water. Are you going to answer the question ? 

Mr. Vanexa. Since I fail to understand the relevancy or the perti- 
nency of the question, I would like to request that it be withdrawn. 

Mr. Waurer. The committee is endeavoring to ascertain what the 
objective of the Communist movement is at the moment, and in en- 
deavoring to ascertain these facts, we would like to know just exactly 
what you have been doing, because we have information that you are 
and have been connected with this Communist movement. 

Mr. Vareva. Mr. Chairman, my employer in Detroit is engaged in 
providing social service and bringing the name of an employer into 
these types of hearings, I am afraid, might jeopardize the ability of 
these employers to provide the social service. 

Furthermore, the chairman of this committee made it quite clear 
some time ago that he had no intention that these hearings should be 
the cause of people losing their jobs. I am sure that you can appre- 
ciate the problems that a disabled person like myself would have in 
gaining employment. when dismissed under these circumstances and 
combining that with the problems of any disabled persons—— 

Mr. Watrer. I appreciate that very fully and T feel very sympa- 
thetic, and for that reason I cannot understand why you would not Jean 
over backward to avoid doing anything that would make your posi- 
tion or any position less secure. 

Mr. Varena. For that reason—that was one of my reasons for re- 
questing that questions as to my employers’ identity be withdrawn. 

Mr. Watrrr. Mr. Tavenner can ask the question, and you can de- 
cline to answer it if vou see fit. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. We are merely asking you for whom you were 
working while you were in Michigan. 

Mr. Vareta. I would rather not say. 

Mr. Watrter. Do you decline to answer that ? 

Mr. Varea. Yes, sir. 

Miss SHanpter. That was not a direction, was it? 

Mr. Watrter. No. 

Mr. TavenneEr. You mentioned the fact that you were interested 
in Mexican affairs. Have you read the resolution presented at the 
organizational meeting of the District Council of the Communist 
Party for the Southern District of California which was held in 
April of 1957? 

Mr. Vareta. Sir, I would like to decline to answer that question, 
respectfully, on the grounds that I have previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is there an organization within the Communist 
Party in the Southern District of California which centers upon ac- 
tivities, Communist Party activities, with Mexicans? 

Mr. Varera. I respectfully decline to answer the question, sir, on 
the grounds that I have previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you currently a member of the Boyle Heights 
Club of the Communist Party ? 
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Mr. Vareva. Again, sir, I would like to respectfully decline to an- 
swer your question on the grounds I have previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is the Boyle Heights Club within the Zapata Sec- 
tion of the Communist Party ? } 

Mr. Vareta. I decline to answer that question, respectfully, sir, on 
the grounds I have previously stated. 

Mr. Waurer. Where is that section ¢ 

Mr. Wueeter. Los Angeles. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you now acting under any assignment from 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Varexa. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the 
grounds I previously stated. 

Mr. Jonansen. Mr. Chairman, in that connection I would like the 
record to show very clearly that the witness gave as one of his 
grounds for declining to answer that to do so would involve testifying 
against himself. 

Mr. Wa rer. I think the record will show that. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you tell the committee, please, what new plans 
have been evolved by the Communist Party with respect to the Mexi- 
can question ? 

Mr. Varexa. I respectfully decline to answer the question, sir, on the 
grounds that I previously stated. 

Mr. Water. Thisis particularly important. There has been intro- 
duced in Congress several bills, one by Mr. Celler of New York, im- 
posing a quota on Mexican immigration. Ever since I have been 
chairman of the Immigration and Naturalization Subcommittee, we 
have felt that there ought not to be any quotas in the Western Hemi- 
sphere and there are not any, as you know, and anyone from the 
Argentine all the way from Newfoundland, for that matter, can come 
into the United States. It has proved satisfactory. 

Now, if there is going to be an organization of Communists within 
this Mexican-American group, it may well be that the same thing will 
happen that has happened in other areas, and it would be indeed un- 
fortunate for our diplomatic relations in this hemisphere. So I think 
you ought to consider this very carefully. 

You are employed and you can render a great service to the people 
in whom you say you are interested and, if you are sincerely interested 
in them, I think you will answer these questions. 

Mr. Vareta. Sir, it is because of the reasons that I stated previously 
that I do feel that questions into people’s associations and beliefs make 
the work of helping people to be good citizens and participate fully 
in the community because I do believe that this type of inquiry does 
violate the first amendment to the Constitution and, also, questions, 
no matter how you answer them, can and have been used in later 
proceedings, and for that reason I must respectfully decline to answer 
on the grounds that I previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you a member of the Communist Party now? 

Mr. Vareva. Again, sir, I must respectfully decline to answer the 
question on the grounds I have previously stated. 

; Mr. oo For how long did you state you have been in Cali- 
ornia 

Mr. Vareta. Approximately three and a half years. 
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Mr. Watrer. Did you come here for the purpose of engaging in 
colonization work among Mexicans or Americans of Mexican 
extraction ? 

Mr. Varexa. I must respectfully decline to answer that question on 
the grounds I previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions. 

Mr. Water. The witness is excused. 

(Whereupon, at 11:40 a.m., the witness was excused.) 


TESTIMONY OF BEN KARR, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, ESTHER 
SHANDLER 


Mr. Watrer. Will you raise your right hand, please? 

Do you swear that the testimony which you are about to give will be 
7 truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 

od ? 

Mr. Karr. I do. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you state your name, please, sir? 

Mr. Karr. Ben Karr. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will counsel identify herself for the record, please? 

Miss SHANpDLER. Esther Shandler, 208 West 8th Street, Los An- 

eles 14. 
‘ Mr. Tavenner. When and where were you born? 

Mr. Karr. May 1, 1916, New York City. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where do you now reside? 

Mr. Karr. Los Angeles. 

Mr. Tavenner. How long have you lived in Los Angeles? 

Mr. Karr. Since December of 1949. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you tell the committee, please, what your 
educational training has been ? 

Mr. Karr. I have a baccalaureate in education from the City Col- 
lege of New York. 

fr. Tavenner. When did you receive that degree ? 

Mr. Karr. In 1937. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your occupation ? 

Mr. Karr. I am a presser. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is that in the needle trade work ? 

Mr. Karr. That’s right, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Your degree is what? 

Mr. Karr. Bachelor of business administration. 

Mr. Tavenner. You have not, then, followed the particular work 
for which you prepared yourself ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Karr. I am not following it now; no, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you followed it? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Karr. I intend to invoke my constitutional privileges in re- 
gard to this question. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Karr. In that regard, I would like to say that it is my con- 
sidered opinion that the work of this committee has had the objective 
effect of creating in this country a climate of fear, one which makes 
very difficult, if not impossible, that free exchange of ideas which are 
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so necessary or which is so necessary to the growth of ourselves as in- 
dividuals and as to the maintenance of our democratic institutions. 

In addition, I feel this committee has used its power for an un- 
warranted invasion of personal privacy and for prosecution by 
exposure. 

‘or that reason, I feel that aiding or abetting the work of this 
conunittee would not be in the best interests of our country. For the 
above and for the additional protection of myself, I decline to answer 
that question on the constitutional grounds, specifically the first and 
fifth amendments. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you referring to that provision of the fifth 
amendment against self-incrimination ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Karr. I refer to that provision that no person need bear witness 
against himself. 

Mr. Tavenner. You came to California in 1949. Have you been 
engaged in the occupation of a presser during that entire period ? 

Mr. Karr. I went into pressing several months after I came here 
and I have been in that occupation ever since. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you work in that occupation prior to coming 
to California? 

Mr. Karr. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. 'Tavenner. Did you disclose to your employer in 1949 the fact 
that you had the degree from college that you told us you have? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Karr. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Why did you select the position of a presser with 
all the educational qualifications that you had? 

Mr. Karr. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you advised in New York to get out into the 
trades for any Communist Party purpose? 

Mr. Karr. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you represent the Needle Trades Section of the 
Communist Party in the Communist Party organization in this area? 

Mr. Karr. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee’s information is that you are one 
of the 62 members of the District Council of the Communist Party 
for the Southern District of California. Are you a member of the 
district. council ? 

Mr. Karr. Same answer. 

Mr. Watrer. What comprises the southern district ? 

Mr. Tavenner. From the list that we have, there were 28 sections 
south of a certain line drawn through the state. 

Mr. Watrter. Is this one of the sections that you are talking about ? 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes, sir. Our testimony back in September showed 
that there is a district council set-up composed of 62 members elected 
from these various sections. I have just asked the witness whether 
he is on the district council. 

This district council also has an executive board composed of ten 
persons, according to the committee’s information. Will you verify 
that as being correct? 

Mr. Karr. Same answer. 
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Mr. Tavenner. The committee has considerable information re- 
garding the monthly meetings that have been held by this district 
council, but according to our information you have not been in at- 
tendance at many of them. 

Is that because you are working in the labor field and have been 
instructed to stay away from these particular meetings? 

Mr. Karr. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you acquainted with Bernard Lusher, the head 
of the Labor Commission of the Communist Party for the Southern 
District of California? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Karr. Same answer. 

Mr. Taverner. What are the present plans of the Communist Party 
within the field of labor, or in this area? 

Mr. Karr. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is it not true that a new organizational set-up has 
been resorted to, that of uniting in one group the representatives 
from the field of labor from all of the different sections of the Com- 
munist Party? 

Mr. Karr. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your particular assignment at this time in 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Karr. The same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you now a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Karr. The same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Watrer. The witness is excused. 

(Whereupon, at 11: 47 a.m., the witness was excused. ) 

Mr. Water. The committee will be in recess until 2 o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 11:50 a.m. Wednesday, February 25, the hearing 
in the above-entitled matter was recessed, to be reconvened at 2 p.m. 
of the same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION—WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 25, 1959 


Mr. Water. The committee will be in session. 


TESTIMONY OF SOPHIE SIMINOSKI, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
WILLIAM B. MURRISH 


Mr. Watrrr. Do you swear that the testimony which you are about 
to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, 
so help you God ? 

Mrs. I do. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you state your name, please ? 

Mrs. Srminoskt. Sophie Siminoski. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will counsel please identify himself for the record ? 

Mr. Mourrisu. William Murrish, member of the Los Angeles Bar. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you “Miss” or “Mrs.” ? 

Mrs. “Mrs.” 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you spell your maiden name ? 

Mrs. Srmtnoski. S-m-o-r-i-d-o-n. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where were you born ? 
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Mrs. Simrnosxi. In Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 

Mr. 'LAveNNER. Where do you now reside? 

Mrs. Srmrnoski. 1612 Cerro Gordo Street. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is that G-o-r-d-o? 

Mrs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. How long have you lived in Los Angeles? 

Mrs. Sumrnoskr. Approximately 17 years. ; 

Mr. ‘TAVENNER. Tell the committee, please, what your educational 
training has been. 

Mrs. High school. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your occupation ? 

Mrs. I ama housewife. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is the last occupation you followed other than 
a housewife ? 

Mrs. Simrnosktr. A stenographer. 

Mr. Tavenner. When were you last working as a stenographer ? 

Mrs. Simrnoskr. About 2 years ago. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee has information that the new organ- 
ization of the Communist Party for the Southern District of California 
is comprised of at least 28 sections and that these sections are divided 
into clubs. One of these sections, we are advised, has the name of 
Echo Park Section. 

IIave you been a functionary within the past 2 years in this section 
of the Communist Party, the Echo Park Section ? 

Mrs. Srurnoskt. That question violates my rights and my duties 
under the United States Constitution, both in its entirety as a guaranty 
of free, democratic government, and in several of its vital amendments 
and provisions as hereafter stated, and I will, therefore, decline to 
answer that question and all like it upon each and all of the follow- 
ing constitutional legal grounds: 

1. I decline to answer, first, upon the ground of freedom of speech, 
thought, and association under the first amendment, and because this 
committee under that amendment has no authority, power, or jurisdic- 
tion to — into my beliefs, speech or associations in this or any 
particular. 

2. I decline to answer, secondly, because this committee in its entire 
proceedings here, and particularly respecting this stated question, is 
without lawful jurisdiction, power or authority under the due process 
clause of the fifth amendment and under the provisions in whole of the 
Constitution. 

This is so because the authorizing statute and resolution under 
which it operates is unconstitutionally vague and lacking in standards, 
terms or provisions communicating to me or to any witness, or to a 
court or hearing body, any meaningful or definable contents or cri- 
teria, either as a matter of substantive or of procedural law. 

Mr. Tavenner. Don’t read quite so rapidly, please. 

Mrs. Srurnoskt. To the contrary, it is standardless and establishes 
an instrument of arbitrary power only, and of censorship. Further, 
neither said authorizing statute or resolution, nor any statement, act 
or declaration of this committee establishes, evidences or communi- 
cates any manner or respect in which the said stated question is or can 
be pertinent in law and under the Constitution, and particularly under 
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the decision in Watkins v. U.S., to any lawful investigative object or 
purpose of Congress, or of this committee, or at all. 

3. I decline to answer, thirdly, upon the ground that this committee 
has no jurisdiction in this hearing and as to the stated question be- 
cause the committee, its activities, its authorizing resolution, and the 
specific question concerned here, all violate the Constitutional separa- 
tion of Congress’ legislative power from the judicial power. This is 
contrary to Articles I and III of the Constitution. 

Mr. Tavenner. Slow down in reading, please. 

Mrs. Srurnoskr. There is also a violation of the even more funda- 
mental separation of Congress’ legislative power from the sovereign 

ower of the people over all the branches of government as secre: 

y Articles I, IT and III of the Coiistitution, the Preamble, the guar 
anty of republican government secured in Article ITV and the provi- 
sions of the whole of the Bill of of Rights Amendments I to X. 

4, Finally, inseparably from the first amendment I will decline to 
answer the stated question under the rights given me by the fiitl 
amendment and the decision of the Supreme Court in Quinn v. U.s.., 
upon the grounds that the published hearings, reports, releases and 
newspaper declarations of this committee and its officers and its re)- 
resentatives, including the circumstance that it has declared it possesses 
eleven rooms and more of files of accusatory dossiers upon or affecting 
more than a million individuals and more than 1,000 organizations, 
and has denounced as “subversive”, “un-American,” and “treason- 
able,” all of such and all other individuals, causes, groups and ide:s 
affecting any and every humanitarian subject or purpose known to 
me— 

Mr. Tavenner. Slow down, please. 

Mrs. Srminoskt. Afiord me basis in law for refusing to be a wit- 
ness against myself and for protecting myself in the Supreme Court's 
words against “tyrannous prosecution,” under said fifth amendment, 
and under said amendment, I do therefore decline to answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you tell the committee, please, whether Eliza- 
beth Spector is section organizer of the Echo Park Section of the Com. 
munist Party ? 

Mrs. Suminoskr. Under all the grounds previously stated I decline 
to answer. 


* * * * * * * 


Mr. Tavenner. What are the present Communist Party directives 

pene carried out by this section of the Communist Party, if you 
now 

Mrs. Srmrnoskr. On all the grounds previously mentioned, I de- 
cline to answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you been a regular attendant at the meetings 
of this section of the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Srminoskr. On all the grounds previously mentioned, I de- 
cline to answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you a member at this time of the Echo Park 
Section of the Communist Party of Los Angeles ? 

Mrs. Srrvoskr. On all the grounds previously mentioned, I de- 
cline to answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. What type of a campaign is being waged now with- 
in that section to maintain its 
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Mrs. Srominoskr. On all the grounds previously mentioned, I de- 
cline to answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions. 

Mr. Watrer. ‘The witness is excused. 

(Whereupon, at 2:35 p.m., the witness was excused.) 


TESTIMONY OF HARRY HUNT, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
DANIEL G. MARSHALL 


Mr. Waurer. Will you raise your right hand, please. 

Do you swear that the testimony which you are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God ¢ 

Mr. Hunv. Ido. 

Mr. TaveNNER. State your name, please. 

Mr. Hunv. Harry Hunt. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will counsel accompanying the witness please iden- 
tify himself for the record. 

Mr. Daniel G. Marshall. 

Mr. Tavenner. When and where were you born / 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Hunr. I decline to answer this question upon the following 
grounds: Primarily, upon my rights under the first amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States, supplemented by the self- 
incriminating clause of the fifth amendment and upon the further 
ground that it lacks pertinency and is beyond the powers of this 
committee. 

Mr. Wavrer. I direct you to answer the question. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Hunv. 1 decline to answer this question upon the following 
grounds: Primarily, upon my rights under the first amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States, supplemented by the self-incrimi- 
nating clause of the fifth amendment and upon the further ground 
that it lacks pertinency and is beyond the powers of this committee. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you honestly contend that to give this commit- 
tee your address might subject you to criminal prosecution 4 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Huwnv. I decline to answer this question upon the following 
grounds: Primarily, upon my rights under the first amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States, supplemented by the self- 
incrimination clause of the fifth amendment and upon the further 
ground that it lacks pertinency and is beyond the powers of this 
committee. 

Mr. Mouuver. You are appearing here as a witness in response to a 
subpena ? 

Mr. Hunv. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Mouxper. After being directed by the chairman of our com- 
inittee to answer the question which was propounded to you by coun- 
sel, do you realize that you might be making yourself subject to being 
in contempt of Congress and subject to prosecution ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Hunv. I decline to answer this question upon the following 
grounds: Primarily, upon my rights under the first amendment to 
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the Constitution of the United States, supplemented by the self- 
incrimination clause of the fifth amendment and upon the further 
ground that it lacks pertinency and is beyond the powers of the 
committee. 

Mr. Marsuatu. May I address the Chair? 

In the event that other questions are asked of this witness as to 
which he desires to exercise his privilege, will it be stipulated that 
whenever he states that he declines to answer, that it will be deemed 
that his grounds are the grounds he has stated with respect to the 
questions heretofore asked of him / 

Mr. Watrer. Yes, that will be understood—that when the witness 
declines to answer it will be on the grounds heretofore stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. You stated you are here pursuant to a subpena 
served upon you. Will you examine the paper that is being handed 
to you and state whether or not that appears to be a copy of the sub- 
pena served on you ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Hunr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you examine the reverse side of it and see 
whether or not there is a return by the sheriff’s office, showing that 
there was service on you? The name appears at the bottom. 

Mr. Marsuatyi. The witness probably does not comprehend that. 
The endorsement shows the service of this subpena on Harry Hunt 
and it purports to bear the signature of a person whom I take to be a 
deputy sheriff. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you see on the back of the subpena the state- 
ment just read by your counsel ? 

Mr. Hunr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Does not the return show that service was made on 
you at 824 West 74th Street, Los Angeles? 

Mr. Hunr. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. That is your correct address, is it not? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Hunv. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you a subscriber to the Daily People’s World / 

Mr. Hunr. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. I call to your attention that you are listed as a sub- 
scriber and that your address is listed as 824 West 74th Street. Does 
that change your answer ? 

Mr. Hunr. I decline to answer, sir. 

Mr. TavenNER. Will you tell the committee, please, what your edu- 
cational training has been ? 

Mr. Hunv. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your present occupation / 

Mr. Hunv. I decline to answer, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you now a resident of Los Angeles? 

Mr. Henv. I decline to answer, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Hunt, do you expect us to believe that you are 
acting in good faith in refusing to answer those questions on the 
ground of possible self-incrimination ? 

Mr. Hunv. I decline to answer, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. We have shown in evidence, Mr. Hunt, through an 
earlier hearing that upon the reorganization of the Communist Party 
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for the Southern District of California in 1957 that various meetings 
have been held of the district council of that organization. One of 
those meetings was held on July 27, 1958. 

It is the committee’s information that you were present at that 
meeting and took part in the meeting. Did you take part in that 
meeting 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Hunv. I decline to answer, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you recall that at that meeting considerable dis- 
trust was spread of the chairman of the Communist Party for the 
Southern District of California, and that in fact, Max Steinberg of- 
fered a resolution to remove her from office? 

Were you present when that motion was made? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Hwunr. I decline to answer, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you not arise and address the gathering and 
state in substance that the suggestion of removing Dorothy Healey 
was no good, in other words, that you opposed the suggestion of her 
removal ? 

Mr. Hunr. I decline to answer, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you not take the position that her removal would 
not solve the problems with which the Communist Party in this area 
was faced? 

Mr. Hunv. I decline to answer, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. In other words, you are on Dorothy Healey’s side? 

Mr. Hunr. I decline to answer, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you not at that time state that the main problem 
of the party was that the party had been isolated from the masses? 

Mr. Hunr. I decline to answer, sir. 

Mr. TavennER. What plans were made by the Communist Party to 
try to solve this problem of isolation from the masses ? 

Mr. Hunt. I decline to answer, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. According to the committee’s information, the 
monthly meeting of the district council of the Communist Party for 
the month of September was held on September 21, 1958, and you 
were also present at this meeting and participated in it. 

Did you participate as a speaker in that meeting? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Hunr. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. According to the committee’s information you also 

articipated in the monthly meeting of the district council held on 

ovember 23,1958. Did youso participate? 

Mr. Hunt. I decline to answer, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee is informed of the activities at a 
monthly meeting of that organization held as late as January 25, 1959. 
Did you participate at that meeting? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Honrt. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was not that meeting of the district council great] 
divided in its views regarding a report made by Charlene Mitche 
regarding action taken on the Negro question at the national executive 
committee meeting in New York? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
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Mr. Hounr. I decline to answer, sir. : : 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you not arise and state at this meeting that 
the bringing up of this question at this time had caused a serious split 
in the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Hunv. I decline to answer, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you not express at this meeting that the rela- 
— of the Communist Party to the Negro people had not been 

, Mr. Hunt. I decline to answer, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Had the relationship of the Communist Party to 
the Negro people been good ¢ 

Mr. Hunt. I decline to answer, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you tell the committee, please, what plan the 
Communist Party has in this area to solve this problem in this dispute 
which has been raised within the party ? 

Mr. Hunt. I decline to answer, sir. 

Mr. TaveNNeER. Were you present at the time that Charlene Mitchell 
complained that the white members of the Communist Party were 
discriminating against her by not paying contributions to her but on 
the other hand, paying them to her cotreasurer, a white person ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Hunt. I decline to answer, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. With all the talk that goes on by the Communist 
Party about its interest in the Negro people, as a matter of fact, there 
is discrimination against the Negro people within the Communist 
Party, is there not? 

Mr. Hunr. I decline to answer, sir. 

Mr. Watrer. Did you not hear the charge coming from this colored 
girl that there was discrimination against Negro people? 

Mr. Hunt. I decline to answer, sir. 

Mr. TAVENNER. You are a member of the 62-member District Coun- 
cil of the Communist Party for the Southern District of California, 
are you not? 

r. Hunt. I decline to answer, sir. 

Mr. TavenNner. You hold that position today, do you not? 

Mr. Hunt. I decline to answer, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Watrer. Are there any questions? 

Mr. Movtper. Did you state your occupation ? 

Mr. Hunr. I decline to answer, sir. 

Mr. Watter. The witness is excused. 

(Whereupon, at 2:55 p.m., the witness was excused.) 


TESTIMONY OF ARTHUR BROWN, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
MORTIMER VOGEL 


Mr. Watrer. Will you stand and raise your right hand, please. 


Do you swear that the testimony you are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Brown. I do. 

Mr. TavenneER. What is your name, please? 

Mr. Brown. Arthur Brown. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will counsel identify himself for the record, please? 
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Mr. Vocen. Mortimer Vogel of Los Angeles. 

Mr. 'Tavenner. I hand you what purports to be the subpena served 
upon you and will you examine it and state whether or not it appears 
to you to be a copy of the subpena requiring your presence here today ? 

Mir. Brown. Yes, 

Mr. TaveENNER. You will note it is made out in the name of Art 
Brown, You are commonly known by that name of Art Brown, are 
you not 4 
’ Mr. Brown. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where do you live, Mr. Brown? 

Mr. Brown. 9946 Woodale Avenue, Pacoima, California. 

Mr. 'Tavenner. When and where were you born? 

Mr. Brown. New York City, November 4, 1915. 

Mr. 'Tavenner. How long have you lived in California ? 

Mr. Brown. A little less than 2 years. 

Mr. 'Tavenner. Where did you live immediately before coming 
to California ? 

Mr. Brown. New Jersey. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where did you live in New Jersey ? 

Mr. Brown. Sir, I must decline to answer that question on the 
basis of the first and fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. Wavrer. Do you honestly feel that if you told where you lived 
in New Jersey you might be subject to criminal prosecution ? 

( The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Brown. I must refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Watrter. I direct you to answer the question. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Brown. I must refuse to answer the question on the basis of 
the first and fifth amendment and the pertinency of the committee to 
this question. 

Mr. Tavenner. By stating that you rely on the fifth amendment 
are you referring to that part of the fifth amendment relating to self- 
inerimination ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Brown. I believe the counsel is fully aware of the importance 
and meaning of the fifth amendment and I have based my refusal to 
answer on the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. There are various parts of the fifth amendment, 
some of which mean one thing and some another, so if you refuse to 
state which part you rely upon, I will again ask the chairman to 
direct you to answer the question. 

Mr. Water. Yes; you are directed to answer the question. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Brown. I base my refusal to answer on the basis of the fifth 
amendinent and all the parts of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you honestly believe that to answer that question 
might tend to incriminate you ? 

Mr. Brown. The same answer, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you tell the committee, please, how long you 
lived in New Jersey ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Brown. I lived all my life in New Jersey, sir, except for a short 
period as a baby and up until the time I came to California. 
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Mr. Tavenner. Can you tell us if you served in the Armed Forces 
of the United States ? 

Mr. Brown. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TavenneER. Over what period of time? 

Mr. Brown. I was in the Armed Forces for just shy of five years. 

Mr. TaveNNER. From what date to what date? 

Mr. Brown. From June, I believe, the 11th—what year was it before 
Pearl Harbor? 

Mr. TavenneR. 1940 was before Pearl Harbor. 

Mr. Brown. Pearl Harbor was in December. I was drafted June 
before Pearl Harbor and served until the end of the war and was 
separated from service as a first lieutenant in February 1946. 

Mr. Tavenner. In what branch of the service did you serve? 

Mr. Brown. I was in the Adjutant General’s division. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you tell the committee, please, what your 
formal educational training has been? 

Mr. Brown. I eieaen from high school] in New Jersey, in Cran- 
ford, New Jersey, and I attended Union Junior College for two 
noe I attended three years at night and I had two years college 
credit. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your present occupation ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

we Brown. I must refuse to answer on the grounds previously 
stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. What was your occupation while living in New 
Jersey, say, from the time you got out of the Army up until the time 
you came to California ? 

Mr. Brown. Thesame answer, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you have any regular employment at all for 
which you received compensation while in New Jersey between the 
cane your discharge from the Army and the time of your coming 

ere 

Mr. Brown. The same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you leave the State of New Jersey and come to 
—— for any reason related to activities of the Communist 

arty 

Mr. Brown. The same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. You were an organizer for the Communist Party at 
Middlesex, New Jersey, between 1946 and 1947, were you not? 

Mr. Brown. The same answer, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee’s information is that you were a 
delegate to the national convention in New York City but that you 
did not attend. Were you elected as a delegate ? 

Mr. Brown. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you attend? 

Mr. Brown. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you in attendance at a New Jersey State 
leadership meeting during the year 1954? 

Mr. Brown. Sir, I must give the same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you not transferred in 1956 from Union 
sant N.J., to Essex County, N.J., for work in the Communist 

arty 

Mr. Brown. The same answer, sir. 
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Mr. Tavenner. Were you not active in the raising of funds for the 
Communist Party in New Jersey as late as 1956 ? 

Mr. Brown. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. On your arrival in California, did you immediately 
afliliate with a local group of the Communist Party ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Brown. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. We are informed that there is a section of the Com- 
munist Party known as the “Valley” group. Have you heard of it? 

Mr. Brown. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you a member of it now ? 

Mr. Brown. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. I do not want to leave the inference that I think you 
are a member of it now, but I will ask you whether you were a mem- 
ber of it prior to March 26, 1958. 

Mr. Brown. I must give the same answer, sir. 

Mr. Watrer. Before the question is asked, do not tell him, counsel, 
“same answer.” Wait until the question is asked before you prompt 
the witness. 

Mr. Vocet. It is fairly obvious what the question is going to be. 

Mr. Watrer. Let us be fair about it and let the question be asked 
before you do the very improper thing of prompting a witness. 

Go Mr. Tavenner. 

Mr. Tavenner. While in New Jersey, were you not a member of 
the State Youth Commission of the Communist Party for that State? 

Mr. Brown. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you not also a member of the State Veterans 
Commission of the Communist Party in New Jersey ? 

Mr. Brown. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you not arise to the position of a member on the 
State committee of the Communist Party in the State of New Jersey? 

Mr. Brown. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. In New Jersey, were you not very active in the work 
of the Civil Rights Congress; in fact, you were its executive secretary ? 

Mr. Brown. Same answer. 

Mr. Moutper. Are you responding to all of the questions pro- 
pounded to you by counsel for the committee on advice of your own 
counsel to refuse to answer all questions claiming the privileges under 
the first and fifth amendments, or in good faith? 

T am asking the witness, not his counsel. I am asking you if all of 
your responses to questions are being answered by you solely by what 
counsel tells you to do, or are you in good faith claiming the privileges 
under the Constitution ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Brown. I am claiming the privilege of the first and fifth 
amendment on my own. At the same time I am seeking the advice of 
my counsel. 

Mr. Waurer. You have not asked counsel one single question. He 
has, before the question has been completely asked, told you what to 
say. 
Vi. Vocert. Is it not obvious what is going to be asked ? 
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Mr. Watrer. Let us do this right. If there is anything left of 
ethics, let us pay a little more attention to what ought to be. 

Mr. Voceu. It is obvious what the question is going to be and it 
should be obvious what the answer might be. 

Mr. Water. Go ahead, Mr. Tavenner. 

Mr. Tavenner. I referred a few moments ago to the date of March 
26, 1958. We introduced in evidence at an earlier hearing, a letter 
under date of March 26, 1958 referred to as “Healey Exhibit No. 24,” 
which purports to set forth reasons why those who signed it were 
resigning from the Communist Party. 

We find one of the signatories is “Art.” Does the word “Art,” refer 
to youas Art Brown ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Brown. Sir, the same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you sign this letter of resignation ? 

Mr. Brown. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. You resigned from the Communist Party on March 
26, 1958 ? 

Mr. Brown. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Brown, I want to call your attention to one 
rather significant thing in this letter. 

Mr. Watrer. Before you do that, Mr. Tavenner, is the witness a 
member or is it evidenced that he was a member of the executive board } 

Mr. Tavenner. Not of the executive board but of the district coun- 
cil. There were 62 persons on the district council and ten of them 
were on the executive board of that council. It is not our information 
that he was a member of the executive board, but it is that he was a 
member of the district council and attended the meetings. 

I will read from the letter of resignation : 

We have no blueprint to offer for the future. We do not believe that conditions 
are yet ripe for the emergence of a definitive program and organization. But we 
do feel that more limited steps can be taken which will help prepare the soil for 
something new * * *. 

What new thing was it that this group desired to promote or to 
advocate? 

Mr. Brown. Sir, I must refuse to answer that question on the basis 
of the first and fifth amendments. 
venir TavennerR. Did you participate in the preparation of that 

etter! 

Mr. Brown. Same answer. 

Mr. Moviper. Do you believe that the Communist Party in the 
United States is part of the international scheme or conspiracy of the 
Communist Party of the Soviet Union? 

Mr. Brown. I must refuse to answer that on the basis of the first 
and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you know who prepared that letter? 

Mr. Brown. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you have a middle initial ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Brown. No, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. You have no middle name or initial ? 

Mr. Brown. No, sir. ; 

Mr. Taverner. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 
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Mr. JoHanseN. At the time you entered the Armed Forces did you 
take an oath or sign an affidavit under oath to the effect that you did 
not belong to any organization advocating the overthrow of the Gov- 
ernment by force and violence ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Brown. It is a good many years ago and I don’t remember 
what I signed. 

Mr. Waurer. The witness is excused. Call your next witness, Mr. 
‘Tavenner. 

(Whereupon, at 3:13 p.m., the witness was excused.) 


TESTIMONY OF ROBERT KLONSKY, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
AL WIRIN 


Mr. Wacter. Will you stand up, please, and raise your right hand ? 

Do you swear the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, 
the whole truth and nothing BA the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Kionsxy. I do. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you state your name, please, sir? 

Mr. Ktonsxy. My name is Robert Klonsky. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you spell your last name? 

Mr. Kuonsxy. K-]-o-n-s-k-y. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will counsel accompanying the witness please iden- 
a himself for the record ? 

Mr, Wrrty. My name is Al Wirin. I am an attorney in Los An- 
geles and a member of the State Bar of California. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where do you reside, Mr. Klonsky ? 

Mr. Kionsxy. I will avail myself of the constitutional oles 
and refuse to answer to that under the privileges of the first and fifth 
amendments. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you appear here pursuant to a subpena served 
upon you by the United States marshal on February 11, 1959? 

Mr. Kionsxy. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. The return on the marshal’s subpena shows that 
service was made on you at 2105 South Crescent Heights Boulevard, 
Los Angeles, Calif., Apartment #3. Is that your address? 

Mr. Kionsxy. I will take the fifth amendment on that, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you believe that an honest answer to that ques- 
tion might tend to incriminate you 4 

Mr. Kuonsxy. The question I do not believe to be a proper and 
correct statement of the law and, therefore, I will still utilize the 
fifth amendment in refusing to answer that. 

Mr. Watter. I will direct you to answer the question as to your 
residence. It is purely a preliminary question for the purpose of 
identification and I direct you to answer the question. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kronsky. I will continue to refuse to answer that question on 
the ground that the question is not pertinent. 

r. TAVENNER. When and where were you born ¢ 

Mr. Ktonsxy. The same, the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. How are you employed ? 

Mr. Kronsky. I will refuse to answer that under the same condi- 
tions. 
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j Mr. Eavennan. Did you serve in the Armed Forces of the United 
tates ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

_Mr. Kronsxy. I will refuse to answer that under the same condi- 
tions. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you mean to state in good faith that an honest 
answer to that question might tend to incriminate you ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kionsxy. The answers to any such questions as you have just 
asked may lead to prosecution in one form or another and, therefore, 
I will refuse to answer that one under the same conditions. 

Mr. Tavenner. You were one of the Smith Act defendants in the 
Philadelphia case, were you not ? 

Mr. Kionsky. I will take the same constitutional privilege. 

Mr. Were you personally with Matthew 
vetic 

Mr. Kronsxy. I will take the same constitutional provision. 

Mr. Tavenner. When Matthew Cvetic testified before this com- 
mittee he identified a number of members of the Communist Party, 
in what is generally referred to as Cvetic Exhibit No. 91. You were 
identified as the secretary of the Eastern Pennsylvania area of the 
Communist Party. Is that identification correct ? 

Mr. Kionsxy. My answer is the same, the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. According to the testimony of Mr. Cvetic, Mr. Bart 
was the chairman of the organization of which you were the secre- 
tary. Is that correct? 

Mr. Kionsxy. My answer remains the same. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Thomas F. Delaney testified before this com- 
mittee in Philadelphia on October 13, 1952, that he had been a former 
member of the Communist Party, and he testified that you were a 
functionary on the district level of the Eastern Pennsylvania District 
of the Communist Party. Wasthat a truthful statement ? 

Mr. Kionskxy. The answer remains the same. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee’s investigation indicates that the 
June 21, 1949, issue of the Daily Worker reports you to have been at 
that time the organizational secretary of the Communist Party of 
Eastern Pennsylvania. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Kionsxy. The answer remains the same, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. The Daily Worker issue of April 25, 1951 shows 
as late as that date that you were secretary of the Communist Party 
of Eastern Pennsylvania and Delaware. Is that correct? 

Mr. Kionsxy. Same answer, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Abraham Lincoln 
Brigade? 

Mr. Kionsxy. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you at one time the circulation manager of 
the Daily Worker? 

Mr. Kionsky. Same answer, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you also serve as Communist Party organizer 
in the Bronx in the late 30's? 

Mr. Kuonsxy. The answer is the same, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. As late as 1956, were you the editor of the Pennsyl- 
vania edition of the Daily Worker ? 
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Mr. Kionsky. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. According to the committee’s information you were 
in the Armed Forces of the United States and served in Korea, is 
that correct? 

Mr. Kitonsky. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. I am referring to World War II and not the 
Korean war. 

Mr. Kionsxy. The answer remains the same, regardless. 

Mr. Tavenner. You were with the 713th Tank Battalion of the 
24th Corps, were you not ? 

Mr. Kionsxy. The answer is the same, sir. 

Mr. Moutper. Do you receive any financial compensation or as- 
sistance from any foreign country ? 

Mr. Ktonsxy. I will take the same privilege on that one. 

Mr. Tavenner. You did receive a commendation from the Com- 
munist Party of Korea written to the Communist Party of the 
United States complimenting you, did you not ? 

Mr. Ktonsky. I will take the same privilege, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. While you were in the armed services, did you ever 
confer with Steve Nelson ¢ 

Mr. Kronsxy. I will take the same privilege, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. While you were in the Armed Forces, did you ever 
furnish information to Steve Nelson regarding Army manuals or 
other information regarding U.S. tanks and guns? 

Mr. Kionsxy. My answer remains the same, sir. 

Mr. TAaveNNER. While you were serving in the Armed Forces of 


the United States, did you know that Steve Nelson was an espionage 


agent of the Soviet Union ? 

Mr. Kionskxy. My answer remains the same, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. This committee has from time to time received 
considerable evidence relating to Alice Hyun, Peter Hyun, and 
Diamond Kim. 

Did you at any time ever confer, either in person or by any 
form of communication, with any one of these three persons? 

Mr. Kionsxy. My answer remains the same. 

Mr. TAveNNER. Did you not meet each of those persons in Korea ? 

Mr. Kronsxy. My answer remains the same, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you attend Communist Party meetings with 
any one of the three in Korea? 

Mr. Kionsxy. Same answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee’s investigation does not indicate that 
you have at any time been a member of the District Council of the 
Communist Party for the Southern District of California, but its 
information is that you attended the meetings. Is that correct? 

Mr. Kionsxy. Same answer, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you a member of the Communist Party now? 

Mr. Kronsxy. I will give you the same answer now. 

Mr. Tavenner. Our information is that you are not a member at 
this moment. Is that correct? 

Mr. Kionsxy. Same answer, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. What was the date of — last organizational 
effort with the Communist Party of this area 
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Mr. Kionsxy. Again, under the first amendment, I will refuse to 
answer that. 

Mr. Tavenner. May I ask for a direction on that? 

Mr. Watter. I direct you to answer that. 

Mr. Kronsky. I will utilize the fifth amendment in refusing to 
answer that. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions. 

Mr. Waurer. The witness is excused. 

(Whereupon, at 3:30 p.m., the hearing was recessed, to reconvene 
on the same day.) 


TESTIMONY OF PHILIP RAFALOW, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
LEO FENSTER 


Mr. Watrer. Will you raise your right hand, please ? 

Do you swear the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Raratow. I do. 

Mr, Tavenner. What is your name, please? 

Mr. Raratow. Philip Rafalow. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will counsel accompanying the witness please iden- 
tify himself for the record ? 

Mr. Fenster. Leo Fenster, 11363 Santa Monica Boulevard. 

Mr. Tavenner. When and where were you born, Mr. Rafalow ? 

Mr. Raratow. 1925, May 17, New York City. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where do you now reside? 

Mr. Rararow. 3670 Colonial Avenue, Los Angeles. 

Mr. Tavenner. How long have you lived in Los Angeles? 

Mr. Raratow. Approximately 10 years, 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you tell the committee, please, what your 
formal educational training has been ? 

Mr. Fenster. You are talking about high school and college, for 
example? 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rararow. Grade school and in part high school. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you had any educational training in other 
recognized schools ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Raratow. No. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you attended any training classes? 

Mr. Raratow. I refuse to answer on the basis of self-incrimination 
under the provision of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your occupation ? 

Mr. Raratow. Plumber, 

Mr. Tavenner. How long have you been engaged in that occupa- 
tion ? 

Mr. Raratow. Approximately 16 years. 

Mr. Tavenner. You are a plumbing contractor, are you not? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Raratow. Yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you had any military service in the Armed 
Forces of the United States? 

Mr. Raratow. Yes. 
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Mr. Tavenner. During what period of time? 

Mr. Raratow. During World War II. 

Mr. Tavenner. It is the committee’s information that you are not 
now a member of the Communist Party. Is that correct? 

Mr. Raravow. I refuse to answer on the grounds of self-incrimina- 
tion under the provisions of tlie fifth amendment. 

Mr. Watrer. You have been told that we have information that 
you are not a member of the Communist Party. Do you honestly 
feel if you answered that you might be confronted with prosecution ? 

Mr. Fenster. You are asking the witness to adjudicate what mem- 
bership is and when he ceased and I do not think it is fair to ask him 
that. That is the venue of this committee. 

Mr. Tavenner. Then your answer must. be based on some uncer- 
tainty as to whether you are still a member of the Communist Party 
or not. Is that the reason that to give an honest answer to that ques- 
tion might tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Raratow. I refuse to answer on the ground of the fifth amend- 
ment dealing with self incrimination. 

Mr. Tavenner. I notice by the subpena served on you that you 
were served as Phil Rafalow. Is your middle initial oR”, or do you 
have a middle initial ? 

Mr. Raravow. I do not. 

Mr. Tavenner. Healey Exhibit No. 24 has been introduced in evi- 
dence, which consists of a letter bearing the date March 26, 1958, and 
signed by a number of individuals expressing their desire to resign. 
The fact of their resignation from the Communist Party as of that 
date. 

The name of Phil R. appears as one of the signatories to that 
letter. Did you sign it? 

Mr. Raratow. I refuse to answer on the basis of the fifth amend- 
ment with respect to self incrimination ? 

Mr. Tavenner. In other words, although going through the form 
of a resignation, there is some form of attachment still remaining to 
the Communist Party, is there not? 

Mr. Raratow. I refuse to answer, based on the fifth amendment 
and self incrimination. 

Mr. TavennEr. Were you a member of the Southern California 
District Council of the Communist Party before March 26, 1958? 

Mr. Rararow. I refuse to answer on the basis of the fifth amend- 
ment on self incrimination. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you not a representative on that board from 
the Western Division of. the Communist Party, which is sometimes 
referred to as the Santa Monica-Bay Cities? 

Mr. Raravow. I refuse to answer on the basis of the fifth amend- 
ment. 

Mr. TavenNER. Were you a delegate to the California State con- 
vention on January 29 and 30, 1958 ? 

Mr. Raravow. I refuse to answer on the basis of the fifth amend- 
ment on self incrimination. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you not also a delegate to the organizational 
meeting of the Southern District. of the Communist Party for the 
State of California? 
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Mr. Raratow. I decline to answer on the fifth amendment of self 
incrimination. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you served in any capacity in the raising of 
funds for the Smith Act defendants? 

Mr. Rara.ow. I decline to answer under the fifth amendment of 
self incrimination. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you active in behalf of the Communist Party 
in the Independent Progressive Party of California? 

Mr. Raravow. I decline to answer under the fifth amendment of 
self incrimination. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further goon, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Waurer. The witness is excused. 


TESTIMONY OF SOLOMON MONROY, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
WILLIAM M. SAMUELS 


Mr. Waurer. Will you raise your right hand, please? 

Do you swear that the testimony you are about to give before this 
committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Monroy. I do. 

Mr. TavenneR. What is your name, please, sir? 

Mr. Monroy. Solomon Monroy. 

Mr. TaveNNER. Spell your last name, please. 

Mr. Monroy. M-o-n-r-o-y. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will counsel accompanying the witness please iden- 
tify himself for the record ? 

Mr. Samvuets. William M. Samuels. 

Mr. Tavenner. When and where were you born ? 

Mr. Monroy. Los Angeles, December 31, 1925. 

Mr. TavenNnER. Where do you now reside? 

Mr. Monroy. Los Angeles. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your occupation ? 

Mr. Monroy. Salesman. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your educational background? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Monroy. Grammar school, high school, and some City College, 
approximately a year. 

Mr. Tavenner. City —— of what city? 

Mr. Monroy. Of Los Angeles. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Monroy, it is the committee’s information that 
you are a member of the District Council of the Communist Party for 
the Southern District of California and that as such a member you 
were in a convention of those members held on the 21st day of Septem- 
ber 1958. I want to ask you several questions about things that occur- 
red at that meeting. 

At that rg aes Dorothy Healey, the chairman for this district, 
discussed at length the experience that she had had and the expe- 
rience that other members of the Communist Party had had at the 
hearings that were conducted by this committee in the earlier part of 
September 1958. 


In the course of her discussion, she made reference to the American 
Civil Liberties Union. According to the committee’s information she 
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referred to the great advantage or the great aid that was given to the 
Communist Party by the American Civil Liberties Union taking out 
an ad which was carried in many papers. Do you recall that? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Monroy. I refuse to answer this question because I feel that this 
committee does not have the power to inquire. 

Mr. TavenneEr. May I have a direction ? 

Mr. Watrer. You are directed to answer that question. 

Mr. Monroy. I refuse to answer this question, basing my refusal on 
the first and fifth amendment of the United States Constitution. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you recall that Dorothy Healey made an ex- 
planation to you and others present at that meeting as to why the 
subpenaed witnesses were called before a meeting sponsored by the 
Citizens Committee to Preserve American Freedoms instead of by a 
meeting called by the Communist Party? Do you remember that? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Monroy. I again refuse to answer this question. 

Mr. TAvVENNER. May T have a direction ? 

Mr. Warrer. You are directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Monroy. Basing it on the first and supplementing it by the fifth 
amendment of the United States Constitution. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did Dorothy Healey announce in your presence 
that there would be a meeting under the auspices of the Citizens Com- 
mittee to Preserve American Freedoms at 118 North Larchmont, Octo- 
ber 1, 1958, featuring two speakers, Horace Alexander and Frank 
Wilkinson, to discuss the abolishment of the Committee on Un-Ameri- 
can Activities? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Monroy. Sir, I would like to know what is the pertinency of 
these questions that you are asking me in relationship to the nature of 
this committee’s investigation. 

Mr. Tavenner. I would be very glad to tell you. The Citizens Com- 
mittee to Preserve American Freedoms, after considerable advertising, 
called a meeting at which the subpenaed witnesses were corraled and 
speeches were made in their presence and they were asked to stand up. 
I want to ask you if it is not a fact that that was done for the purpose 
of encouraging and inducing those subpenaed witnesses to stand to- 
gether and defy this committee ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Monroy. You have asked me two questions. 

Mr. Tavenner. Answer the last one. 

Mr. Monroy. I can’t see how this is pertinent to the investigation 
that the committee is conducting. 

Mr. Wavrer. You are directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Monroy. I refuse to answer this question as previously stated, 
under the guarantees of the first amendment supplemented by the fifth 
amendment of the United States Constitution. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was an announcement made by Dorothy Healey 
that such a meeting would be held under the auspices of the Citizens 
Committee to Preserve American Freedoms? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. 

Mr. Monroy. Sir, I cannot see where this is pertinent and I again 
refuse to answer this question. 
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Mr. Tavenner. May I have a direction? 

Mr. Wavrer. You are directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Monroy. I refuse to answer this question basing, as formerly 
stated, as I had previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was Horace Alexander a member of the District 
Council of the Communist Party for the Southern District of Califor- 
nia at that time? 

Mr. Monroy. I still cannot see where this is pertinent to the in- 
vestigation, sir, and I again refuse to answer this question. 

Mr. Tavenner. May I have a direction? 

Mr. Water. You are directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Monroy. I again refuse to answer this question basing it on the 
previously stated first amendment supplemented by the fifth amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was Frank Wilkinson known to you to be a member 
of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Monroy. I still cannot see where this is pertinent to the inves- 
tigation, sir, and I again refuse to answer this question. 

fr. TAvENNER. May I have a direction? 

Mr. Water. You are directed to answer this question. 

Mr. Monroy. I refuse to answer this question on the basis of the 
first and fifth amendment, as I do not see where this is pertinent to 
this investigation. 

Mr. TavenneR. Did you at this meeting hear discussed a question 
as to when the next convention of the Communist Party from this 
area would be held? 

Mr. Monroy. I cannot see where this is pertinent to this investi- 
gation and I again refuse to answer this question. 

Mr. Watrer. You are directed to answer that question. 

Mr. Monroy. I refuse to answer this question on the previously 
stated grounds. 

Mr. Water. Is thismana member of the council? 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes, sir; according to the committee’s information. 

Did you at this meeting make a motion as a representative from 
Zapata Section of the Communist Party that there be a guarantee 
that the Mexican work would be on the convention agenda? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Monroy. Sir, I again refuse to answer the question. 

Mr. TavenneER. May I have a direction? 

Mr. Watrer. You are directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Monroy. Again I refuse to answer this question based on my 
previous statement. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Monroy, what Mexican work was it that the 
Communist Party had planned to engage in? 

(The witness conferred with his 

Mr. Monroy. I refuse to answer this question, sir. 

Mr. TavENNER. May I havea direction ? 

Mr. Waurer. On what grounds do you refuse to answer the question ’ 

(The witness consulted with his counsel.) 

Mr. Monroy. Sir, I do not feel that this committee has the power 
to inquire and also I feel it is not pertinent to the investigation that 
the committee is conducting. 

Mr. Wacrer. I direct you to answer the question. 
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Mr. Monroy. Sir, I must then refuse to answer under the guaran- 
tees of the first amendment supplemented by the fifth amendment of 
the United States Constitution. 

Mr. Water. Do you honestly feel that if you answered a question 
as to activities in connection with Mexican work you might be prose- 
cuted criminally ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Monroy. Sir, I again must refuse to answer this question 
which was put to me on the same grounds as I have previously stated. 

Mr. Watrer. You are not under any compulsion. You say “I 
must,” 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Monroy, the committee has information that 
you also attended as « delegate the meeting of the District Council 
of the Communist Party of the Southern District of California held 
on November 23, 1958. At that meeting did Dorothy Forest make 
a report to you and the others present regarding the plans to abolish 
the Un-American Activities Committee ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Monroy. I refuse to answer this question, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. On the grounds of the fifth amendment? 

Mr. Monroy. The first supplemented by the fifth. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did not Dorothy Forest announce in your presence 
that the main way to express opposition to this committee was 
through petitions which are now being circulated by the American 
Civil Liberties Union ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Monroy. Sir, I would like to know what is the pertinency of 
the questions you are putting to me with respect to the investigation 
the committee is conducting? Particularly the last question. 

Mr. Warrer. You are directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Monroy. I refuse to answer this question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did not Dorothy Forest also state in your presence 
that this was the first time in the history of the American Civil Lib- 
erties Union that there has been a petition of this character circu- 
lated by them ? 

Mr. Monroy. I would aguin like to ask, sir, what is the pertinency 
of this question you are putting to me to the investigation that the 
committee is conducting. 

Mr. Tavenner. May I have a direction ? 

Mr. Watrer. You are directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Monroy. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated, and also the lack of pertinency. 

Mr. Tavenner. Is it not a fact that Dorothy Forest stated in your 
presence and to those assembled that the Communist Party has been 
officially delegated to circulate this petition for signatures? 

Mr. Wa rer. Officially delegated by whom? 

Mr, Tavenner. It does not say. 

(‘The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. Please answer the question. 

_ Mr. Monroy. I cannot see the pertinency of this question to the 
—— that this committee is conducting. 
Mr. Watrer. You are directed to answer the question. 
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Mr. Monroy. I refuse to answer this question on the first and sup- 
plementing it by the fifth amendment of the United States Consti- 
tution and also the lack of pertinency. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was not Dorothy Forest the liaison between the 
American Civil Liberties Union and the Communist Party on this 
question ? 

Please answer the question. 

Mr. Monroy. I cannot see the pertinency of this question in rela- 
tionship to the investigation that this committee is conducting and I 
refuse to answer this question. 

Mr. Waurer. You are directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Monroy. I refuse to answer this question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did not Dorothy Forest state that the Communist 
Party had been delegated to play a role in getting the signatures 
on this petition and that the Communist Party had been assigned the 
specific job of covering the Negro churches in the Los Angeles area 
on November 30 and December 6? 

Mr. Monroy. I cannot see the pertinency of this question to the 
investigation that this committee is conducting and I refuse to answer 
this question. 

Mr. Watrer. I direct you to answer the question. 

Mr. Monnoy. I refuse to answer this question based on the pre- 
viously stated—on what I have previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did not Dorothy Forest further state that a letter 
had gone out to the Negro ministers of these churches advising them 
that a person would be there to get persons to sign these petitions? 

Mr. Monroy. I cannot see the pertinency of this question that you 
are putting to me, sir, the investigation of this committee is conduct- 
ing, and I refuse to answer this question. 

Mr. Watrer. I direct you to answer the question. 

Mr. Monroy. I refuse to answer this question based on the previous 
statement that I have made, that I refuse to answer on the first amend- 
ment supplemented by the fifth and the lack of pertinency. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was it not openly stated at the meeting that all 
the petitions which are being circulated by the Communist Party 
members should be turned into the Communist Party so that the 
ACLU can see what a good job the Communist Party was doing on 
these petitions? 

Please answer the question. 

Mr. Monroy. I refuse to answer this question. I cannot see the 
pertinency of it to the investigation that the committee is conducting. 

Mr. Watrer. I direct you to answer the question. 

Mr. Monroy. I refuse to answer this question as previously stated 
on the basis of the first and supplemented by the fifth amendment 
and also the lack of pertinency. 

Mr. TavenNER. The committee’s information is that you were also 
in attendance at the meeting of December 21, 1958, at which Charlene 
Mitchell made her report regarding the Negro question. Do you 
recall that discussion ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Monroy. I refuse to answer this question, sir. 

Mr. Watrter. I direct you to answer that question. 
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Mr. Monroy. On the same grounds as previously stated. 

Mr. 'Tavenner. Did not Chaslens Mitchell state in your presence 
and the other members of the district council, that the resolution 
changing the Communist Party line with regard to the Negro 
question was introduced at the national committee meeting by a new 
comrade from the South who is field secretary for the Communist 
Party in the South by the name of Comrade Charles? 

Please answer the question. 

Mr. Monroy. I refuse to answer this question, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. On the ground of the fifth amendment ¢ 

Mr. Watrer. I direct you to answer the question. 

Mr. Monroy. I refuse to answer this question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you recall Charlene Mitchell, in opposing the 
change of the Communist Party line, asking the question: “Does a 
nation stop being a nation because of the Negro migration to the north 
or because many of the Negroes have now gone from peasantry to 
industrial jobs?” 

Mr. Monroy. I refuse to answer this question, sir. I cannot see 
the pertinency of this question to the investigation that the committee 
is conducting. 

Mr. Wautrer. You are directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Monroy. Sir, I refuse to answer this question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did Cyril Briggs disagree with the action taken by 
the national committee on the Negro question ? 

Mr. Monroy. I refuse to answer this question, sir, as I cannot clearly 
see the pertinency of this question to the investigation that this com- 
mittee is conducting. 

Mr. Waurrer. Now, you said you cannot clearly see. By that I 
gather that you have an impression about the pertinency. Can you 
tell us what you think the pertinency is? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Monroy. I have been advised by my counsel that it is my legal 
right that the committee show me the pertinency of this question to 
the investigation that they are conducting. 

Mr. Watrrrr. You said that you could not clearly see the perti- 
nency and that is why I asked the question. 

If I told you that we were deeply concerned over the attempts being 
made by this group, of which you were a member, to influence low- 
income groups toward being disloyal to the United States, would that 
give you some idea of what we are driving at? 

Mr. Monroy. I cannot see the pertinency at all, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. May I have a direction that he answer ? 

Mr. Waurer. Ask another question. That does not matter. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did Pettis Perry, Bill Taylor, Herschel Alexander, 
ind Shirley Taylor all oppose the change of the Communist Party 
line and argue against it from the floor of the meeting? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Monroy. I refuse to answer this question, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. May I have a direction that he answer? 
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Mr. Watrer. You are directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Monroy. I refuse to answer this question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you have a particular assignment in the Com- 
munist Party with regard to work among Mexican people? 

(The witness conferred with his comnallts 

Mr. Monroy. I refuse to answer this question, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. May I have a direction ? 

Mr. Water. You are directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Monroy. I refuse to answer this question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you now a member of the Communist Party! 

Mr. Monroy. I refuse to answer this question, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Water. We have information that you are the one who has 
been selected by this district council to prepare the program or 
the membership drive among Mexicans and Sinpenea: Is our informa- 
tion correct ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Monroy. Sir, I would like to ask you what information there 
is and if I might see it. 

Mr. Watter. We have sworn testimony to that effect, and we 
have sworn testimony as to the meetings that were discussed. I am 
asking you whether or not it is the fact. Have you been selected as 
the representative from the district council to prepare the program 
for the drive with the Mexicans and Negroes ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Monroy. Sir, I refuse to answer this question. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions. 

Mr. Watrer. That is all. The witness is excused. 

(Whereupon, at 4:20 p.m., Wednesday, February 25, 1959, the com- 
mittee recessed. ) 
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Pusiic Law 601, 79TH ConGreEss 


The legislation under which the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities operates is Public Law 601, 79th Congress [1946], chapter 
753, 2d session, which provides: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, * * * 


PART 2—RULES OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
X 


SEC. 121, STANDING COMMITTEES 


* * * * * 
18. Committee on Un-American Activities, to consist of nine Members. 
XI 


POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES 


* * * * * * * 


(q) (1) Committee on Un-American Activities. 

(A) Un-American activities. 

(2) The Committee on Un-American Activities, as a whole or by subcommit- 
tee, is authorized to make from time to time investigations of (i) the extent, 
character, and objects of un-American propaganda activities in the United States, 
(ii) the diffusion within the United States of subversive and un-American propa- 
ganda that is instigated from foreign countries or of a domestic origin and attacks 
the principle of the form of government as guaranteed by our Constitution, and 
(iii) all other questions in relation thereto that would aid Congress in any necessary 
remedial legislation. 

The Committee on Un-American Activities shall report to the House (or to the 
Clerk of the House if the House is not in session) the results of any such investi- 
gation, together with such recommendations as it deems advisable. 

For the purpose of any such investigation, the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit and act at such 
times and places within the United States, whether or not the House is sitting, 
has recessed, or bas adjourned, to hold such hearings, to require the attendance 
of such witnesses and the production of such books, papers, and documents, and 
to take such testimony, as it deems necessary. Subpenas may be issued under 
the signature of the chairman of the committee or any subcommittee, or by any 
member designated by any such chairman, and may be served by any person 
designated by any such chairman or member. 


. * + * * * * 
Rute XII 


LEGISLATIVE OVERSIGHT BY STANDING COMMITTEES 


Src. 136. To assist the Congress in appraising the administration of the laws 
and in developing such amendments or related legislation as it may deem neces- 
sary, each standing committee of the Senate and the House of Representatives 
shall exercise continuous watchfulness of the execution by the administrative 
agencies concerned of any laws, the subject matter of which is within the jurisdic- 
tion of such committee; and, for that purpose, shall study all pertinent reports 
and data submitted to the Congress by the agencies in the executive branch of 
the Government. 
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RULES ADOPTED BY THE 86TH CONGRESS 
Hovse Reso.ution 7, JANUARY 7, 1959 
* * * * * * + 
Rute X 
STANDING COMMITTEES 


1. There shall be elected by the House, at the commencement of each Con- 


gress, 
* * * + 
(q) Committee on Un-American Activities, to consist of nine Members. 
* * * * * * * 
Rute XI 
POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES 
* * * * * 


18. Committee on Un-American Activities. 

(a) Un-American activities. 

(b) The Committee on Un-American Activities, as a whole or by subcommittee, 
is authorized to make from time to time investigations of (1) the extent, char- 
acter, and objects of un-American propaganda activities in the United States, 
(2) the diffusion within the United States of subversive and un-American prop- 
aganda that is instigated from foreign countries or of a domestic origin and 
attacks the principle of the form of government as guaranteed by our Constitu- 
tion, and (3) all other questions in relation thereto that would aid Congress 
in any necessary remedial legislation. 

The Committee on Un-American Activities shall report to the House (or to the 
Clerk of the House if the House is not in session) the results of any such investi- 
gation, together with such recommendations as it deems advisable. 

For the purpose of any such investigation, the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit and act at such times 
and places within the United States, whether or not the House is sitting, has 
recessed, or has adjourned, to hold such hearings, to require the attendance 
of such witnesses and the production of such books, papers, and documents, and 
to take such testimony, as it deems necessary. Subpenas may be issued under 
the signature of the chairman of the committee or any subcommittee, or by any 
member designated by any such chairman, and may be served by any person 
designated by any such chairman or member. 

* * * a * * * 

26. To assist the House in appraising the administration of the laws and in 
developing such amendments or related legislation as it may deem necessary, 
each standing committee of the House shall exercise continuous watchfulness 
of the execution by the administrative agencies concerned of any laws, the subject 
matter of which is within the jurisdiction of such committee; and, for that 
purpose, shall study all pertinent reports and data submitted to the House by 
the agencies in the executive branch of the Government. 


VI 


x 
4 


SYNOPSIS 


CurRENT STRATEGY AND Tacrics or COMMUNISTS IN THE 
Unirep STATES 


(Greater Pittsburgh Area—Part 1) 


Current strategy and tactics of Communists in the United States 
was one of the three phases of public hearings held in Pittsburgh, Pa., 
on March 10, 11, and 12, 1959.1 

Two undercover agents for the Federal Bureau of Investigation, 
Mary and Hamp Golden, who had served as members of the Com- 
munist Party for a number of years until the moment of their appear- 
ance before the committee, testified that the Communist operation is 
currently more dangerous than in the past, even though the visible 
members of the Communist Party are fewer. Characterizing the 
Communist Party as a revolutionary group, Mr. and Mrs. Golden 
described the arduous discipline of the Communist Party over the 
comrades. In portraying the dedication and zeal of Communists, Mr. 
Golden stated : 

They never sleep. You work 24 hours a day. You attend maybe two meetings 
in an evening and at midnight or early in the morning you pass out leaflets and 
literature at plant gates. You never have a minute of your own, no social life 
whatsoever of your own. 

Mr. and Mrs. Golden attended a meeting of the Communist Part 
only 3 days prior to their appearance before the committee, in whic 
meeting the members of the party discussed the evasion and sophistry 
they would employ in their appearance before the committee. At this 
meeting, the party members also discussed, —— to the Goldens, 
plans to arouse the citizenry of Pittsburgh against the committee and 
its hearings. In this endeavor, they were to contact numerous non- 
Communist groups, political leaders and newspapers without, of 
course, disclosing the fact that they were members of the Communist 
Party. 

fie 12-year tenure in the party, Mr. Golden held numerous re- 
sponsible positions within the operation, including membership on 
the North Side Club executive board of the party within Pitts- 
burgh, and later chairmanship of a cell. In his testimony, he out- 
lined the various security devices used by the party in protecting its 
membership from exposure. He stated that one of the precautions 
taken by the party was the decentralization of the party units and 
the installation of a cutout system whereby all but one member of 
each unit were unaware of the identity of members of other units of 


1For the other two phases of the hearings, see “Problems of Security in Industrial 
Establishments Holding Defense Contracts (Greater Pittsburgh Area—Part 2), Mar. 11, 
1959, and “Problems Arising in Cases of Denaturalization and Deportation of Communists 
(Greater Pittsburgh Area—Part 3),”” Mar. 12, 1959. 
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the party. When he first joined the party in 1946, meetings were 
held in large groups, but gradually the units were reduced in size. 
He testified that at present the party’s routine activities are nearly 
completely underground, with contact between party members being 
made on an individual basis. 

The party’s open activity is effected through the creation and con- 
trol of front groups. The more current of the front groups is the 
Independent Voters League, of which Mr. Golden was a member 
until the time he testified. He further identified the officers of this 
group and certain of its members as hard-core Communist Party 
members. 

In the course of their testimony, the Goldens also identified as 
Communist Party members certain officers and members of numerous 
front groups, including the Civil Rights Congress, the American 
— for Protection of Foreign Born, and the Progressive 

arty. 

In 1950 the Goldens were identified publicly as members of the 
Communist Party through the testimony of another Government 
agent who was not aware of the role that the Goldens were playing. 
As a result of this, the Goldens suffered much abuse and vilification 
from their neighbors and fellow workers. However, according to Mr. 
Golden, he felt that it was more important than ever to remain in 
the party and to be in a position to report on Communist activities 
because at the time the party was going underground and he felt it 
was becoming a greater menace than ever before. 

Mr. Golden also testified concerning the numerous devices of the 
Communist Party to obtain funds. According to him, “They were 
always broke but they always had money to carry on.” 

Another highlight of the Goldens’ testimony was their revelation 
of the concentrated efforts on the part of the Communist Party to 
exert influence on Members of Congress and other Government 
officials. They testified that party members deluge Government offi- 
cials with letters and telegrams urging them to support or oppose 
particular legislation of concern to the party without revealing the 
fact that the sender is a Communist, acting under orders of the 
conspiracy. 

In exposing the machinations of the Communist Party in the Pitts- 
burgh area, the Goldens identified over 100 persons whom they knew 
as Communist Party members during their service in the party. 

Following the Goldens’ testimony, the committee called eight per- 
sons who had been identified by the Goldens and confirmed by staff in- 
vestigation to be current, active leaders of the Communist Party in 
the Pittsburgh area. Two individuals, Alex Staber and Joseph Ru- 
diak, are current officers of the Independent Voters League. Both 
invoked the privilege of the fifth amendment against self-incrimina- 
tion when ciel to confirm or deny the testimony of the Goldens re- 


specting their Communist Party membership and activities. 

Another witness who had been identified by the Goldens as a leader 
of the Communist Party movement in Pittsburgh was Alex Stein- 
berg. The Goldens’ information concerning Steinberg’s member- 
ship was corroborated by the testimony of Mr. R. J. Hardin, who had 
also served as an undercover agent for the Federal Bureau of Investi- 
gation. Mr. Steinberg also invoked constitutional privileges when 
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asked to confirm or deny the testimony respecting him given by the 
Goldens and Mr. Hardin. 

The other leaders of the party in the Pittsburgh area who were 
called as witnesses declined to give the committee any direct informa- 
tion concerning their role in the Communist conspiracy in Pittsburgh, 
invoking the privilege of the fifth amendment against self-incrimina- 
tion. 

The remaining witness in this first phase of the hearings was Hy- 
man Lumer, the national educational secretary of the American 
Communist Party. Mr. Lumer was a speaker before a student group 
at the University of Pittsburgh on February 26, 1959. According to 
the Pittsburgh Press, Mr. Lumer discussed in his speech the “political 
philosophy” of the Communist Party. However, when pertinent 
questions were asked Mr. Lumer by the committee concerning the 
conspiratorial nature of the Communist Party and his underground 
activities in the conspiracy he refused to answer, invoking the privi- 
lege of the fifth amendment against self-incrimination, 
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CURRENT STRATEGY AND TACTICS OF COMMUNISTS 
IN THE UNITED STATES 


(Greater Pittsburgh Area—Part 1) 


TUESDAY, MARCH 10, 1959 


Unirep Srares House or Representatives, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE 
ComMirrrE ON UN-AMERICAN ACTIVITIES, 
Pittsburgh, Pa. 
PUBLIC HEARINGS 


The subcommittee of the Committee on Un-American <Activities 
met, pursuant to notice, at 10:05 a.m., in courtroom No. 6, New Fed- 
eral Building, Pittsburgh, Pa., Hon. Edwin E. Willis (subcommittee 
chairman) presiding. 

Committee members present: Representatives Edwin E. Willis, of 
Louisiana; Gordon H. Scherer, of Ohio; and William M. Tuck, of 
Virginia. 

Staff members present: Richard Arens, staff director; George C. 
Williams and William Margetich, investigators. 

Mr. Wituts. The subcommittee will please come to order. 

As usual, the Chair desires to make an opening statement explana- 
tory of the hearings this morning. 

The hearings which begin today in Pittsburgh, Pa., are in further- 
ance of the powers and duties of the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, pursuant to Public Law 601 of the 79th Congress, which 
not only establishes the basie jurisdiction of the committee, but also 
mandates this committee, along with other standing committees of 
the Congress, to exercise continuous watchfulness of the execution 
of our laws, the subject matter of which is within the jurisdiction of the 
particular committee. 

In response to this power and duty, the Committee on Un-American 
Activities is continuously in the process of accumulating factual in- 
formation respecting Communists, the Communist Party, and Com- 
munist activities which will enable the committee and the Congress 
to appraise the administration and operation of the Smith Act, the 
Internal Security Act of 1950, the Communist Control Act of 1954, 
and numerous provisions of our Criminal Code relating to espionage, 
sabotage, and subversion. In addition, the committee has before it 
numerous proposals to strengthen our legislative weapons designed to 
protect the internal security of our Nation. 
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I shall now read the resolution of the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, authorizing and directing the holding of the instant hear- 
ings here in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania: 


Be it resolved, That hearings by the Committee on Un-American Ac- 
tivities or a subcommittee thereof, to be held in Pittsburgh, Pa., and at such 
other place or places as the chairman may indicate, on such date or dates as the 
chairman may determine, be authorized and approved, including the conduct of 
investigations deemed reasonably necessary by the staff in preparation therefor, 
relating to the following matters and having the legislative purposes indicated : 

1. The extent, character, and objects of Communist infiltration into civic and 
political organizations in the Pittsburgh area, and Communist propaganda 
activities therein, the legislative purpose being to obtain additional information 
for use by the committee in consideration of a proposed amendment to section 4 
of the Communist Control Act of 1954, prescribing a penalty for knowingly and 
willfully becoming or remaining a member of the Communist Party with knowl- 
edge of the purpose or objective thereof, and for the additional legislative purpose 
of adding to the committee’s overall knowledge on the subject so that Congress 
may be kept informed and thus prepared to enact remedial legislation in the 
national defense and for internal security, when and if the exigencies of the 
situation require it. 

2. The employment of members of the Communist Party in defense facilities 
or in industrial establishments holding defense contracts with the Army, Navy, 
or Air Force, the legislative purpose being to obtain additional information for 
use in considering a recommendation for legislation prohibiting such employment 
without regard to the requirement of registration as contained in section 5 of the 
Internal Security Act of 1950. 

3. The Communist Party membership and activities of officers, international 
representatives, business agents, and other representatives and agents of a labor 
organization or labor organizations having bargaining contracts with industrial 
establishments under national defense contracts involving classified work for 
the Army, Navy or Air Force, for the legislative purpose of obtaining additional 
information for use in considering a recommendation for legislation requiring 
such officers, representatives and agents to meet the same security standards as 
members of such labor organization or labor organizations who have access to 
classified material. 

4. Communist Party membership or Communist Party activities of individuals 
subject to proceedings for deportation or denaturalization, for the legislative 
purpose of obtaining additional information for use in considering a recommenda- 
tion for legislation to strengthen the procedures for deportation and denatural- 
ization of Communists and those persons under Communist discipline. 

5. The execution by the administrative agencies concerned of the Internal Se- 
curity Act, the Communist Control Act, the Foreign Agents Registration Act, 
and all other laws, the subject matter of which is within the jurisdiction of the 
committee, the legislative purpose being to exercise continuous watchfulness of 
the execution of these laws to assist the Congress in appraising the administra- 
tion of such laws, and in developing such amendments or related legislation as 
it may deem necessary: Be it further 

Resolved, That the hearings may include any other matter within the juris- 
diction of the committee which it, or any subcommittee thereof appointed to 
conduct this hearing, may designate. 


I shall now read the order of appointment of the subcommittee to 


conduct these hearings, made by Chairman Francis E. Walter, of 
Pennsylvania. This is directed to Mr. Arens. 


To Mr. RicHarp ARENS, Staff Director, House Committee on Un-American 
Activities: 

Pursuant to the provisions of the law and the rules of this committee, I 
hereby appoint a subcommittee of the Committee on Un-American Activities, 
consisting of Representatives William M. Tuck and Gordon H. Scherer, as asso- 
ciate members, and Representative Edwin E. Willis, as chairman, to conduct 
hearings in Pittsburgh, Pa., Tuesday, March 10, 1959, at 10 a.m., on subjects 
under investigation by the committee and take such testimony on said day or 
succeeding days as it may deem necessary. 
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Please make this action a matter of committee record. 

If any member indicates his inability to serve please notify me. 

Given under my hand this 2d day of March 1959. 

Francis WALTER, 
Chairman, Committee on Un-American Activities. 

These hearings in Pittsburgh will have three phases. The first 
phase will deal with current strategy and tactics of Communists in 
the Greater Pittsburgh area who are not necessarily connected with 
the vital industry of this section of the country. The second phase 
will deal with the problems of security in industrial establishments 
holding defense contracts, of which the Pittsburgh area is typical. 
The third phase will deal with problems arising in cases of denat- 
uralizing and deportations of Communists, of which cases a substan- 
tial number have occurred in this district. 

After we have heard the witnesses who have been summoned on 
the first phase of these hearings, I shall make a statement for the 
record, outlining the scope and some of the problems with which we 
shall expect to deal in the second phase of the hearings; then at the 
conclusion of the second phase of the hearings, I shall in similar 
fashion make a statement for the record pointing up some of the 
issues which are of concern to the committee in the third phase of 
the hearings. 

Today the Communist Party, though reduced in size, continues as 
a serious threat to the security of our Nation. It has long since 
divested itself of unreliable elements. Those who remain are the 
hard-core, disciplined agents of the Kremlin on American soil. Most 
of the Communist Party operation in the United States today con- 
sists of underground, behind-the-scenes manipulations. 

We know that the strategy and tactics of the Communist Party 
are constantly changing for the purpose of avoiding detection in an 
attempt to beguile the American people and the Government respect- 
ing the true nature of the conspiracy. As we, on the Committee on 
Un-American Activities, seek to develop factual information for our 
legislative purpose, we are constantly met with numerous and un- 
founded charges respecting the nature of our work and our objectives. 
We seek only the facts. Insofar as it is within the power of this 
committee, as a part of the U.S, Congress, we shall obtain the facts 
and we shall do so within the framework of carefully prescribed 
rules of justice and fairplay. 

What are the present strategies and tactics of the Communist 
operation in this general area? What techniques are the hard-core 

ommunists pursuing in order to avoid detection as they pursue 
their nefarious work? What are the lines of control and communi- 
cation between the various Communists’ nests across the Nation? 
What loopholes or weaknesses exist in our present security laws? 
How may those laws be strengthened? These questions shall be upper- 
most in our minds as we elicit testimony during these hearings. 

May I emphasize that the purpose of the subcommittee here in 
Pittsburgh is to sample factual material with reference to types and 
patterns of activity, and not to attempt to exhaust the subject matter. 
We have not subpenaed witnesses for these hearings merely to put 
on a show, nor shall we attempt to interrogate in these hearings even 
a significant percentage of all possible witnesses on whom we have 
compiled information. 


) 

) 
f 
n 
I 
3, 
)- 
r 


320 CURRENT STRATEGY AND TACTICS OF COMMUNISTS 


It is a standing rule of this committee that any person identified as 
a member of the Communist Party during the course of the committee 
hearings will be given an early opportunity to appear before this com- 
mittee, if he desires, for the purpose of denying or explaining any 
testimony adversely ‘atlec ‘ting him. It is also the policy of the com- 
mittee to accord any witness the privilege of being represented by 
counsel; but within the provisions of the rules of this committee, 
counsel’s sole and exclusive prerogative is to advise his client. 

I would remind those present that a disturbance of any kind, or an 
audible comment during the hearings, for or against, will not be per- 
mitted. This is a serious proceeding i in which we are earnestly trying 
to discharge an important and arduous duty, which is not a pleasant 
one, but which is imposed upon us by order of the representatives of 
all the people in the Congress, with the general objective of maintain- 
ing the security of this great Nation. 

1 might say that just a few months ago this committee was reconsti- 
tuted and as usual we can only operate by direction of the whole House, 
we can only operate if funds are made available and if Congress directs 
us to operate. And our funds were made available and we were or- 
dered to pursue our duties, which are not pleasant to any of us and 
the money was made available and as far as I know there was not one 
single dissenting vote to our obligations heard from anyone out of 435 
representatives ‘of the people in the House of Representatives. 

Would you care to make an additional statement, Mr. Tuck. 

Mr. Tuck. No, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Scuerer. I have none. 

Mr. Wixuis. The record will reflect that the full subcommittee is 
present as designated by Chairman Walter. 

Governor Tuck and I serve on two committees, the Judiciary and 
the House Committee on Un-American Activities. As the chairman 
frequently says this assignment is thrust upon him as it is upon us. 
And I do not want to belabor the point, but we can stand whatever 
gaff or criticism is directed upon us. We will proceed with our work. 

Mr. Counsel, please call your first witness. 

Mr. Arens. If you please, Mr. Chairman, Mary and Hamp Golden, 
kindly come forward. Remain standing while the chairman adminis- 
ters an oath. 

Mr. Wiiuts. Please raise your right hands. Shall I swear them to- 
gether? 

Mr. Arens. If you please, sir. 

Mr. Wixuts. Do you and each of you solemnly swear that you will 
tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God? 

Mrs. Gotpen. I do. 

Mr. Goxpen. I do. 

Mr. Arens. Kindly be seated. 


TESTIMONY OF MARY AND HAMP L. GOLDEN 


Mr. Arens. Kindly identify yourselves by name, residence, and occu- 
pation. 

Mrs. Gorpex. I am Mary Golden. I live at 1730 Brett Street, 
Pittsburgh 5. Twas employed doing clerical work at Bailey Employ- 
ment Agency up until today when notified IT was being replaced. 
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Mr. Gotpen. I am Hamp L, Golden. I work at the H. J. Heinz Co. 

Mr. Arens. Are you husband and wife? 

Mr. Gotpen. Husband and wife. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. and Mrs, Golden, are you now, this very moment, 
members of the Communist Party 4 

Mrs. GoLpen. Yes. 

Mr. Gotpen. Up to now. 

Mr. Arens. Have either of you ever been ideologically in sympathy 
with the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Gotpen. We have not. 

Mr. Gotpen. No. 

Mr. Scuerer. Just a minute, Mr. Arens. Would you ask that 
the microphones be moved up a litile closer? It is difficult for me to 
hear the witnesses. 

Mr. Arens. In other words, you are both now and have been in the 
Communist Party serving your country by furnishing information 
on the activities of the party at the behest of the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation ; is that correct / 

Mr. Gotpen. That is correct. 

Mrs. Gotpen. Correct. 

Mr. Arens. I expect, Mr. Chairman, to interrogate each of them 
separately, but for very strong personal reasons and the pressure of 
this occasion they have requested and we have told them that it 
would be permissible for Mr. and Mrs. Golden to sit together. There 
may be some questions in which one may want to assist the other on 
the information as we proceed here, if it meets with your pleasure. 

Mr. Wuiuis. As I undersiand, both of them are right now for the 
first time disclosing that their membership, so-called membership, in 
the Communist Party was really as agents of the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation and of their Government: is that correct / 

Mr. Arens. That is correct, ves, sir. 

Now, Mr. Golden, please tell us first of all, when did you join 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Goupen. In August 1946, 

Mr. Arens. Mrs. Golden, when did you join the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. GotpEN. In August of 1947, 

Mr. Arens. I expect to interrogate you in the course of your 
testimony here on a number of items, but for the moment I should 
like to ask you in anticipation of these hearings what was the last 
function you performed for the Communist conspiracy in the Pitts- 
burgh area 

Mrs. Gotpen. We attended a meeting Saturday afternoon in which 
we were in Hymen Schlesinger’s office in which we were told what 
tosay before this committee. 

Mr. Arens. Whoall were at that meeting / 

Mrs. Gotpen. Anna Devunich—— 

Mr. Arens. Would you please, Mrs. Golden, spell the names and do 
not reveal the name of any person who was not known to you to a 
certainty to be a member of the Communist Party unless we have 
an explanation subsequently. 

Mr. Scuerer. Mr. Counsel, I perliaps should have been listening 
a little more attentively. Are they telling about being in an office 


of aman named Schlesinger recently / 
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Mr. Arens. Just 3 days ago, I recall from what she just said. 

Mrs. GoLtpEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Saturday. 

Mr. Arens. That was their last function. Then they had another 
function 4 or 5 days ago which we will explore in a few minutes. 

Mr. Scuerer. What was the purpose of being in this man Schles- 
inger’s office / 

fr, Arens. She said the purpose of being in Schlesinger’s office 
was to obtain information or instructions respecting their conduct 
as Communists before this committee. 

Now, would you kindly proceed ? 

Mrs. GoLtpEN. Those present were Alex and Essie (Esther) Stein- 
berg, Miriam Schultz, Allan McNeil, Anna Devunich. 

Mr. Arens. Spell that last name, please. 

Mrs. Gotpen. D-e-v-u-n-i-c-h. 

Genne Crockert Kuhn, I think her last name is. She has recently 
been married again. Nate Albert, Eddie Lange, Joseph Rudiak. 

Mr. Arens. Joe Rudiak ? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. R-u-d-i-a-k ? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Thatisright. Alex Staber, Katherine Kemenovich. 

Mr. Arens. Would you spell the last name, please ? 

Mrs. GotpEeNn. Ke-m-e-n-o-v-i-c-h. Steve Devunich, husband of 
Anna. Viola Schmidt, Hymen Schlesinger. 

Mr. Arens. Do you here and now while you are under oath iden- 
tify, to a certainty, each and every one of those persons whose names 
you have just called, as a person known by you while an undercover 
agent of the Federal Bureau of Investigation in the Communist Party, 
as a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Tell us in your own words, if you please, what tran- 
spired in this meeting which took place a couple of days ago. 

Mrs. Gotpen. It was discussed the things that have been done to stir 
up the people to protest these hearings, calling Congressmen, calling 
on members of the National Association for the Advancement of 
Colored People and, in general, trying to get people other than Com- 
munist Party members to protest these hearings that are being held 
right now. 

fr. Arens. Was there displayed to you at that time any docu- 
ments which were being disseminated in this vicinity under the aus- 
pices of the Communist conspiracy / 

Mrs. Gotpen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. We hand you a document which has been marked 
“Golden Exhibit No. 1,” entitled, “Unions Are Their Target.” This 
committee is severely attacked by a group carried on the document 
as the Independent Voters League, Post Office Box 7314, Pittsburgh 
13, Pa., Joseph Rudiak, president, Alex Staber, secretary. 

Kindly look at that document and tell this committee whether or not 
it is a true and correct reproduction of a document displayed to you 
2 days ago as a document being disseminated here by the Communists 
or under Communist auspices ? 

Mrs. Yes. 

(Golden Exhibit No. 1 retained in committee files.) 
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Mr. Arens. Is the Independent Voters League controlled by the 
Communist conspiracy 

Mr, Gotpen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Scuerer. Mr. Chairman, at this point I think it should be 
pointed out since the Independent Voters League has just been men- 
tioned, that there appears in this morning’s Pittsburgh Post-Gazette 
an advertisement headed “Why is the Un-American Committee Com- 
ing to Pittsburgh?” Then in the advertisement follows an attack 
upon the committee and it is signed by the Independent Voters League, 
Joseph Rudiak, president, Alexander Staber, secretary. 

It should be obvious that the people of Pittsburgh who read that 
ad would have no way of knowing that the Independent Voters 
League, a high-sounding name, is actually supported and a part of the 
Communist apparatus as has just been testified to here. 

Mr. Arens. Would you give us just a little more detail on what went 
on in this meeting 3 days ago, in which you met with a number of 
comrades ¢ 

Mr. Gorpen. We were coached by Mr. Schlesinger to be sure and 
plead the fifth, the first and the fifth, if there were any objections or 
when directed by the committee to answer to plead the fifth, be sure 
and plead the first, be sure and plead the fifth amendment and if your 
counsel you employed didn’t make it in time for the hearing that you 
were to take the sixth amendment. Stress the fifth amendment at all 
times on all questions. 

Mr. Arens. Were you instructed on how to vilify the committee and 
attack the committee ? 

Mr. Goupen. Yes. On questions of persecutions of the so-called 
minority groups, the deportation cases and to blast the committee at 
every chance we had for un-American activities, as they call them. 

Mr. Scuerer. Who gave those instructions ¢ 

Mr. Mr. Schlesinger. 

Mr. Scuerer. Is he a member of the bar ? 

Mr. Gotpen. Yes, sir; city of Pittsburgh. 

Mr. Scuerer. What is his first name? 

Mr. Gotpen. Hymen. 

Mr. Scuerer. Hymen Schlesinger. 

Mr. Arens. I expect to interrogate you on a number of facets of 
the Communist operation here. First of all, I should like to ask each 
of you this question: Is the Communist Party now larger or smaller 
as a formal entity than it has been in the past? 

Mr. Goutpen. The visible members are much smaller, but it is the 
core that is left now, 

Mr. Arens. Is the Communist operation now more dangerous or 
less dangerous than it has been in the past ? 

Mr. Gowen. It is more dangerous, due to the fact it is underground 
more and it can’t be kept track of as good. 

Mr. Arens. Can you tell us something about the nature of the op- 
eration from the standpoint of the dedication of its participants 4 

Mr. Gotpen. Well, initiation in the party covers schooling that you 
are trained for, work in the party, to usurp Government organizations, 
to function on their directives, to carry out their plans of infiltrating 
unions, front groups and et cetera. 
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Mr. Arens. Mr. Golden, at that point I should like to make an 
observation and then interrogate you. 

I recently read an artic le which appeared | in the Pittsburgh Press 
to the effect that a national leader of the Communist Party was sched- 
uled to speak here in Pittsburgh at a public forum——on a “political” 
series of talks, talks on “politic ‘al” philosophy and “political” activity. 
On the basis of your service as an undercover agent in the Commu- 
nist Party since 1946 until this very moment, do you construe and in- 
terpret the Communist Party as a “political” organization, or is it 
something else / 

Mr. Gotpen. No. I sum it up as a revolutionary group. They 
used the term lightly until after some trouble. They call it economic 
revolution, now. 

Mr. Anrpns. Perhaps it would be appropriate in the order of the 
testimony of yourselves, Mr. and Mrs. Golden, if I first ask Mr. 
Golden to give a little of his own career in the Communist Party. 

Mr. Golden, duri ing the 12 years that you were in the Communist 
Party, could you tell us the positions of leadership which you held 
in its operation in the Greater Pittsburgh area ? 

Mr. Gotpen. I was a member of the executive board of the North 
Side Club of the Communist Party. Also chairman of the North 
Side Club, later on when security came in, the club was broken up 
into cells and I was chairman of a cell, also dues collector; and a 
member of a committee of five of the food group that was later 
formed. I held several other positions as committeeman in collecting 
petitions and getting signatures; that is how they got the mailing list. 

Mr. Axens. So this record may be absolutely clear, during all of 
the period of your service in the Communist Party since 1946 until 
this instant, and during all the period of service of Mrs. Golden in 
the Communist Party, you have at no time been ideologically in 
sympathy with the Communist operation, but you were in it at the 
behest of the FBI serving your country ¢ 

Mr. Goupen. That is true. 

Mr. Anrens. We expect to explore some of your hardships in just 
a few minutes in that capacity. 

Mr. Wits. Did you over the years give regular reports to the 
Federal Bureau of Livestigation of what was going on? 

Mr. Gotpen. Every meeting that we attended, covered, we tried 
to correctly identify those present, what they said, the outline of the 
policy of the party that was instilled in us to carry out, we tried 
to give a true and honest report of each and every meeting we at- 
tended. 

Mr. Wits. Let me ask you this question. Of course we do not 
know you and Mrs. Golden, but have both of you taken an oath to 
tell the truth? 

Mrs. GoLpEN. Yes. 

Mr. Wiis. And this is an official body of the Congress and an oath 
falsely taken or testimony given after taking an oath which is not 
true, becomes perjury. 

Now, what you are saying g, you are saying under oath. 

Mrs. Gorpen. That is right. 

Mr. Wits. As I understand, you are going to name names, people, 
places, dates. You know you have your reputation on the line 


CURRENT STRATEGY AND TACTICS OF COMMUNISTS 325 


under oath and you know the consequences if that is not true and you 
are perfectly willing in naming individuals for them to be as coura- 
geous and for them to take the oath and deny. Then for sure, both 
sides could not be correct, and then perjury would lie somewhere. But 
you are willing to take that chance because you have taken the oath 
to tell the truth? Right? 

Mr. Gotpen. That is right. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Golden, would you kindly give us a brief résumé 
of your own personal background. First of all, when and where 
were you born ¢ 

Mr. Gotpen. In Barbourville, Ky., 1900, August 26. 

Mr. Arens. And a word, please, sir, about your education. 

Mr. GotpEen. Two years of high school and I left to join the Navy 
in the First World War. 

Mr. Arens. What have been your principal places of employment ? 

Mr. Gotpen. In and around the Pittsburgh area the last 20 years, 
4 years at Allis-Chalmers and almost 17 years at H. J. Heinz Co. 

Mr. Arens. Mrs. Golden, although we expect in your principal tes- 
timony to interrogate you at length on some matters, would you kindly 
at this point give us a résumé of your personal background, including 
your education, principal places of employment and the like? 

Mrs. Gotpen. I was born and raised in Etna, Pa., a little borough 
right outside the city. I ama high school graduate and for 6 weeks 
I have been attending a business school studying key punch. I am 
to graduate from that, school this evening. For almost 8 years I 
worked at Pennsylvania Truck Lines as a clerk-typist, timekeeper, 
and most recently, since the first of this year doing clerical work for 
the Bailey Employment Agency up until today and I was notified I 
was being replaced. 

Mr. Arens. Before we get into the detail of the Communist opera- 
tion here I should like you to tell us a little bit of the work and the 
hardship which you have endured during these many years as under- 
cover agent in the Communist Party. First of all could you tell us 
something about the discipline of the Communist Party over the 
comrades in their social life? 

Mrs. Gotpen. We were on call at all times. We had meetings in 
our home. People used our phone for toll calls without asking. On 
one occasion I went to Harrisburg with Miriam Schultz and we got 
back about 9 o’clock in the evening and IT said, “Hamp will ride 
you home.” 

“No, I think I will just stay here tonight.” 

She didn’t ask me if she could or anything. “TI will just stay here 
tonight.” 

He was out all the time. We had no home life, no social life and 
couldn’t plan on going anywhere. The party had affairs, Mother’s 
Day, Palm Sunday, Easter Sunday, Fourth of July, things which we 
had to attend, and work. 

Mr. Arens. Were you permitted to leave this general area without 
party permission ? 

Mrs. Gotpen. No, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Could you give us an illustration of that? 

Mr. Gortpen. Yes. One time I wanted to go on a vacation to see my 
father down in the town where TI was born and I was first told I 
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couldn’t go. We had urgent work and leaflets to distribute. I told 
them he was sick and very elderly and I was going. So it was granted. 

They never sleep. You work 24 hours a day. You attend maybe 
two meetings in an evening and at midnight or early in the morning 
you pass out leaflets and literature at plant gates. You never have a 
minute of your own, no social life whatsoever of your own. 

Mr. Arens. Did you have any church life or did the party under- 
take to dominate that phase of your activity? 

Mrs. Gorpen. I am a member of the Catholic Church and T was 
constantly criticized because of this membership. I was told that it 
was all right to belong to other churches, but since the Catholic Church 
was so anti-Communist that I shouldn’t belong to that. 

Mr. Arens. The record reflects, Mr. Golden, back in 1950, in public 
testimony before this committee, a witness was testifying about a 
number of members of the Communist Party and he identified you 
asa Communist, is that correct ? 

Mr. Gorpen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Can you tell us if anything happened at that time from 
the standpoint of your activity or the effect this testimony had on 
your activity ? 

Mr. Gotpen. We lost all our friends that were not in sympathy and 
T lost prestige in my union where I had been president of Local 325 
and had been on the executive board some 6 years. I was a delegate 
to the central labor union, and delegate to the State Federation of 
Labor. I lost out on all my activities in the union organizations and 
also was blackballed from joining the veterans clubs. 

Mr. Arens. You are a veteran ? 

Mr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wituis. You were blackballed from the Legion ? 

Mr. Gotpen. I was told that if my card went in, I would be out. 
The Veterans of Foreign Wars I was trying to join, too. Out of 
embarrassment for the guy who presented me I withdrew my 
application. 

Mr. Wituts. Probably after the occasion of being denied member- 
ship, a resolution was adopted carrying out what you really believed 
in, but you could not disclose it. 

Mr. Gotpen. That is right. 

Mr. Wituts. So you had to stand that. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have children, Mr. and Mrs. Golden ? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Yes, sir, we have two. 

Mr. Arens. Give us their ages, please. 

Mrs. GotpeN. Evelyn is 14and Thomas will be 12. 

Mr. Arens. Did they suffer any hardship as a result of this identi- 
fication of yourselves as Communists ? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Could you tell usa word about that? 

Mrs. Gotpen. They couldn’t play out in the yard when we were first 
disclosed as Communists and the neighbors would call them Commies 
and later on we moved and people would bring up the fact that their 
mother and dad were Communists and they were embarrassed by it, 
asked us questions: were we Communist? We couldn’t even deny it. 

Mr. Arens. Did you have to move as a result of the identification ? 

Mrs. Gorpen. Yes, sir, twice. 
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Mr. Arens. Then may I ask you this question: In view of the fact 
that you had been publicly identified as Communists, in view of the 
fact you were suffering all of this humiliation and hardship, why 
didn’t you then come out from the party and say, “We are undercover 
agents of the FBI in the party” and live an easier life ? 

Mr. Gowpen. By that time, when this came out, the Communists 
went underground and it was more critical to do a better service to the 
Government by staying in and taking abuse, I could really be useful, 
which up to that time I thought I had been useful, but I felt I would 
be more useful tothe FBI. I stayed and took the abuse and tried to do 
a better job. 

Mr. Arens. That was about 1950? 

Mr. That’s right. 

Mr. Arens. It is my understanding from your testimony, it is your 
judgment as a member of the Communist Party at the behest of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation, until at least you took this oath this 
morning, that it is a more dangerous and serious organization now 
than ever before, is that correct ? 

Mr. Gotpen. That is true. 

Mr. Arens. May we proceed, Mr. Golden, with some of the details of 
your own participation in the movement? You stated that you joined 
the Communist Party in 1946. Tell us, if you please, sir, the circum- 
stances surrounding your admission into the Communist Party. 

Mr. Gotpen. I was in close contact with one Joseph Mankin, now 
deceased. He was the chairman of the North Side Club. He belonged 
to another local but was affiliated with the same union that my local 
was. He knew my work in the union and he thought it was a good 
chance and he tried to indoctrinate me for a year or more before I 
finally agreed to join the party to carry out their work, 

Mr. Arens. After joining the Communist Party in 1946, to what 
group or entity of the Communist Party were you first assigned ? 

Mr. Gotpen. To the North Side Club. 

Mr. Anrens. Can you give usa word about the organizational frame- 
work or structure of the party in western Pennsylvania when you 
joined the Communist Party in 1946? 

Mr. Gotpen. Western Pennsylvania was District 5 of the party. 

Mr. Arens. Under whose direction was District 5? 

Mr. Goutpen. Under the direction of the organization of Communist 
Party offices in New York. The district was broken down into sec- 
tions and the sections were broken down into groups. In the city 
there were the North Side Club, the Squirrel Hill Club, the Hill 
group, Oakland group, West Pittsburgh or the UE group and the 
East Pittsburgh group. 

Mr. ARens. ee long did this structural framework remain? 
When did they change it 

Mr. Gotpen. Up until Cvetic made his exposé. 

Mr. Arens. Was there a professional group in addition to other 
groups you talked about ? 

Mr. Gotpen. Yes, there was a professional group in the city that 
none of us ever saw or contacted. 

Mr. Arens. What was the membership of the Conununist Party 
at that time in the Pittsburgh area ? 

Mr. Goupen. It run into the thousands. We had no way of telling 
exactly how many. 


] 


328 CURRENT STRATEGY AND TACTICS OF COMMUNISTS 


Mr. Arens. How many members constituted the North Side Club? 

Mr. Gotpen. Approximately between 60 and 70. You could never 
know because 30 would attend a meeting tonight and the next meet- 
ing would be 30 or 85 more, but there would be people at the next 
who weren’t at the first. It was hard to identify them even in your 
own club. 

Mr. Arens. Were you an officer of the North Side Club? 

Mr. Gotpen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. What office did you hold ¢ 

Mr. Goupen. First executive board member and then chairman 
of the North Side Club. 

Mr. Arens. What constituted the membership of the North Side 
executive board / 

Mr. Gorpen. Well, the North Side executive board had about 6 
members at the time I joined. There was James Dolsen, he was the 
literature director of western Pennsylvania. Mark Lovett, in whose 
home we had a mimeograph machine that ran off our leaflets. John 
Vidmar, Rudy Kranish, Herbert Nusser, Joe Mankin, and Harry Ho- 
zak who later associated himself with the Trotskyite group and was 
thrown out of the party. 

Mr. Arens. How did the North Side Club receive its directives? 

Mr. Gortpen. From some representative of the committee called 
the City Central Committee. 

Mr. Arens. Who were the persons on this central committee who 
brought the directives to the North Side Club? Was Evelyn Abelson 
on the central committee ? 

Mr. Gortpen. Evelyn Abelson and Bessie Steinberg, Joe Mankin, 
Dave Grant. 

Mr. Arens. Was Ben Careathers? 

Mr. Gotpen. Yes, Ben Careathers was a director on that. 

Mr. Arens. Who were the officers of the North Side Club? 

Mr. Gotpen. Well, Dolsen, Lovett, Vidmar, Mankin, Nusser and 
myself at one time. 

Mr. Arens. What were the principal activities of the North Side 
Club? 

Mr. Gorpen. It was mostly political at that particular time. 

Mr. Arens. What do you mean by “political”? 

Mr. Gorpen. It tried to get front groups, church organizations, ete.. 
to affiliate themselves with the Communist Party. The party would 
try to infiltrate them and get into leadership so as to lead them on is- 
sues of public interest at that time; and would also make up a com- 
mittee with a high-sounding name and honest people joined it. And 
it was a good thing until it was thoroughly infiltrated and when they 
would drop out, it would leave the Communists in control of these 
various committees. 

Mr. Arens. Can you give us the names of the members of this 
North Side Club? And I say for the record, Mr. Chairman, that Mr. 
and Mrs. Golden, in order to be 100 percent accurate in their testi- 
mony and in identification of people, are testifying from notes which 
they have very carefully prepared over the course of a considerable 
period of time in order to avoid any possible inaccuracy. We asked 
that they bring those notes with them and allude to them freely dur- 
ing their testimony today so there can be no possibility of any inac- 
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curacy. Would you kindly give us the names of the members of the 
North Side Club? 

Mr. Goupen. Patrick Cush; he was a charter member. He is now 
dead. Matthew Ahel. 

Mr. Arens. If you have a name, Mr. Golden, please, sir, that is a 
little diflicult of pronunciation or a little bit unusual, would you 
kindly spell it and then give us a word of identification of each person 
who to your certain knowledge was a member of the North Side 
Club of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Gotpen. Matthew Ahel. He worked at H. J. Heinz Co. and 
does yet. Arthur Bartl. He was in the language group working 
on a now defunct nationality paper that operated on East Street 
for a number of years. They moved to Chicago. Isaac Bey, an elder 
man, an insurance salesman. Anna Devunich, who signed my wife 
up and was on the City Central Committee. 

Mr. Arens. Mr, Golden, may I make another suggestion, if any 
of these persons has to your certain knowledge voluntarily disasso- 
ciated themselves from the Communist Party you might mention that, 
too, please, sir. 

Mr. Goupen. There was Rudy Kranish, a one-armed paper hanger, 
it sounds silly, but it is true. He has disassociated himself but he 
was at one time a North Side Club member. Eddie Lange, presently 
employed as an orderly at the Allegheny General Hospital. He still 
delivers Sunday Workers and edicts from the party in New York 
and pamphlets, magazines, and books, Agnes Mankin, wife of Joseph 
Mankin, deceased member. She has renounced herself as far as I 
know from the party and taken no actual part since his death. 

Anne Perpich was in the youth group. Norma Quinn, a Negro 
housewife. John Vidmar, he worked on this language paper that 
was on East Street. Arthur Bartl. He worked on the language 
paper on the north side. Lillian Lewis of the youth group. 

Mrs. GonpeNn. She is the wife of William Albertson now. 

Mr. Gorpen. Daisy Bartl. She was the wife of Bartl who worked 
on the language group, and Eddie Zuckamandel. He sold papers 
on the north side, the Daily Worker, et cetera. Charlie Kerns. 

Mr. Arens. K-e-r-n-s? 

Mr. Gotpen. Yes. An ex-radio script writer. Mary Kish, William 
Kompus, he was active in the hotel-restaurant. Ida Lewis. She 
was in the youth movement. Shirley Nusser, wife of Herb Nusser, 
onetime treasurer of the North Side Club. Jean Vidmar, sister of 
John Vidmar, active in youth group organizations. 

Mr. Arens. How long did you continue to work in the North Side 
Club? 

Mr. Gorpen. Until we were broken down for security reasons into 
cells, 

Mr. Arens. When was that? 

Mr. Gotpen. Around shortly after Cvetic’s testimony. We started 
to be broken down. They got wind of something, shortly before, 
because of the Smith Act trials that were going on. 

Mr. Arens. What was the breakdown ? 

Mr. Goupen. It was broken down into cells. There would be five 
people. One person would act as chairman, collect the dues and 
then turn them into your representative from the City Central Com- 
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mittee. Those cells, you didn’t know from your cell who was in the 
next cell for security purposes. 

Mr. Arens. That was called the cutout system, was it not? 

Mr. Goupen. Yes, it was the cutout system. 

Mr. Arens. The committee is working in this field trying to de- 
velop facts on the Communist conspiracy and we are frequently con- 
fronted with the problem of what is a member of the Communist 
Party operation. Does the Communist operation have people who 
are Communists in the conspiratorial apparatus who do not have the 
status, sav, of a member like a person would be a member of the 
Rotary Club or member of the Methodist Church or member of the 
chamber of commerce? Can you help us on that, Mrs, Golden. 

Mrs. Gortpen. Well, in 1951, Joe Mankin and John Vidmar came 
to our home and asked us if we wanted to continue our membership, 
that some people were being frightened over Cvetic’s testimony. They 
were named in the paper and although they were still good people 
they felt that their actual membership in the party might hurt them 
as far as their employment or something was concerned. So they 
were going around to ask each individual whether they wanted to 
remain in the party or not. 

Mr. Arens. But those who said they did not want to remain as a 
member were still Communists, were they not ? 

Mrs. Gotprn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. And they still were in the operation ? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Yes, sir. They could always depend on them for 
money and to distribute leaflets in their organizations that they be- 
longed to. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Golden, you have told us of some of the various 
units, cells, in this security system, the language unit and the food 
unit. What were some of the other units? 

Mr. Gorpen. The hotel-restaurant workers had a unit and profes- 
sional groups had a unit and UE had a unit. 

Mr. Arens. What was your group ? 

Mr. Gorpen. I was in the food. 

Mr. Arens. Who was chairman of this group ? 

Mr. Gotpen. I was. 

Mr. Arens. Whoelse was in this food group ? 

Mr. Goupen. It was Eddie Lange, myself, Lila Grushka, Matt 
Ahel. 

Mr. Arens. For the past few years has the Communist Party been 
open or has it been principally underground ? 

Mr. Gorpren. It has been principally underground operating 
through the various fronts. 

Mr. Arens. From whom do the individual Communists now receive 
their orders or their directives? 

Mr. Goxven. I presume it comes into the city, from the district 
leadership, last known to be Steve Nelson. And then it is passed 
out to the committeemen, central committee, or members that have 
been on the committee and it is brought individually to you in your 
home or your group. 

Mr. Wituts. We will take a formal recess for 5 minutes or so. 

(Subcommittee members present: Representatives Willis, Tuck, 
and Scherer.) 

(Brief recess. ) 
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(Subcommittee members present at the time of the reconvening of 
the subcommittee: Representatives Willis, Tuck, and Scherer.) 

Mr. Wiuuts. The subcommittee will please come to order. Counsel 
will please proceed. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Golden, I should like, if you please, to interrogate 
you respecting Communist Party finances. I hope to cover the front 
groups and their operations a little later. 

Could you tell us in your own words the basic information which 
you have acquired respecting the finances of the Communist opera- 
tion, particularly in this area, the Pittsburgh area? 

Mr. GotpeN. Some moneys were sent in from New York to help 
out in the organization of the steel drive. I was told that several 
times. But the dues I considered a small part of the money. But then 
they have social affairs. Some of them had birthdays three or four 
times a year. They would solicit from professional business such as 
doctors, people of means, business establishments, drycleaners. These 
are the ones that I know of. 

Mr. Arens. I will not ask you at the moment, or at least in this 
public session, to give us the names of persons who are non-Commu- 
nists and have made substantial contributions but could you be spe- 
cific in giving us patterns or types of instances in which substantial 
funds have been channeled into Communist Party coffers to your 
knowledge ? 

Mr. Goupen. As stated, they would contact these professional 
people, people of means, some of them doctors, some business estab- 
lishments. 

Mr. Arens. Did the comrades make known to these people of means 
that they were representing the Communist operation ? 

Mr. Gotpen. No, it would usually be a drive on to protect somebody 
or to kill some bill that was unethical to people in their business. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have any instance in mind in which any inher- 
itances were channeled into the Communist operation ? ; 

Mrs. Gotpen. There was one instance that I recall. There was a 
meeting of the executive committee of the North Side Club in our 
house and one Eddie Zuckamandel, who had inherited some money, 
was given permission to collect the inheritance. 

Mr. Arens. The party permitted him to collect his own inherit- 
ance? Was that correct? 

Mrs. Gotpen. He was given permission to travel to New York and 
Florida to collect. approximately $10,000—when he reached his 21st 
birthday. He had been working on the North Side selling Workers 
and distributing leaflets and things like that. When he came back 
from his 6-weeks’ leave of absence, instead of moving back to the 
North Side he moved to Oakland and he wanted to get his party card 
transferred over to the Oakland Section of the party. The meeting 
was held to determine whether they should grant his transfer or not. 
He was finally granted a transfer and after the meeting was—he was 
given permission to leave this meeting, it was mentioned that he had 
only given $800 of the $10,000 to the party. They expected to get 
much more out of it. 

Mr. Arens. Was there any accounting of the finances of the party 
made to the comrades in the various cells? 
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Mr. Goripen. Now and then a collection was made, the amount 
would be announced, $200—— 

Mr. Arens. That would be just for an individual function ? 

Mr. Gotpen. Yes, but there was never anything said how it was 
spent or who spent it. 

Mr. Arens. Was there any particular shortage of money for the 
Communist operation as you observed in this area ¢ 

Mr. Gotpen. No. They were always broke but they always had 
money tocarryon. ‘They raised it from somewhere. 

Mr. Arens. I should like to interrogate you with respect to pres- 
sure activities that you mentioned a few moments ago. Do you 
possess any information concerning the efforts of the Communist 
operation and the Communist Party here in the Pittsburgh area to 
exert influence on Members of the Congress and other officials of the 
Government 

Mr. Gorpen. It has been known that they would call on their local 
Congressmen. They would have meetings, pass out postal cards, and 
it has been known that perhaps they signed a lot of them themselves. 
I know I signed, mailed some 10 or 12, with phony names on them. 
They would pressure; they made trips to Washington, D.C., in pro- 
test of five bills that were passed on subversion, the Mundt-Nixon and 
what have you. 

Mr. Wituis. You mean they would write letters and sign phony 
names 

Mr. Gotpen. Sometimes: they would run out of names. 

Mr. Arens. Did you ever participate in any of these trips to Wash- 
ington ¢ 

Mr. Yes, sir; went down to Washington. 

Mr. Arens. What was the position and what was the activity of the 
Communist Party with reference to the basic immigration laws, say 
the Walter-McCarran Immigration and Nationality Act? 

Mr. Gotpen. They protested strongly against that and they tried to 
influence all front groups to correspond and they tried to influence 
unions, pointing out it would be bad forthem. They tried to influence 
everyone to fight and repeal it. 

Mr. Arens. Did the party at any time make it known in these 
activities that it was doing so at the behest of the Communist con- 
spiracy 

Mr. Gotpen. No. 

Mr. Arens. I should like to interrogate you on some of these front 
groups. You mentioned earlier that the last group of the Commu- 
nist Party that you were active in a few weeks ago, a few days ago, 
as a matter of fact, was this Independent Voters League. Please 
explain what the Independent Voters League is. 

Mr. Gorpen. It is composed right now of all the members who are 
known to be Communist members. Their idea, one of them, in this 
leaflet here, is to fight any committee or any law that tends to curb 
them on their activities. 

Mr. Arens. On Golden Exhibit No. 1 previously mentioned and 
headed “Unions Are Their Target,” the Committee on Un-American 
Activities is attacked by the Independent Voters League. 

To your certain knowledge is Joseph Rudiak, president of the In- 
dependent Voters League, a member of the Communist Party now ¢ 

Mr. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Arens. To your certain knowledge is Alexander Staber, secre- 


tary of the Independent Voters League, a member of the Communist 
Party now? 


Mr. Gotpen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Scuerer. That is the same organization that inserted the ad 
in this morning’s Pittsburgh Post-Gazette to which I referred a short 
time ago, is it not? 

Mr. Gotpen. Yes, sir; that is true. 

Mr. Scuerer. Were Joseph Rudiak and Alexander Staber who 
signed that ad as president and secretary, respectively, of the Inde- 
pendent Voters League appearing in this morning’s Pittsburgh 
Gazette, present at the meeting in Schlesinger’s office a few days ago? 

Mr. Goupen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Scuerer. Did they participate in the discussions that were 
held there? 

Mr. Gotpen. Very much so. 

Mr. Scurrer. I notice also an ad that appeared in yesterday morn- 
ing’s Pittsburgh Post-Gazette, Monday, March 9. ‘This ad is quite a 
lengthy ad and it is signed by quite a number of individuals, more 
or less prominent in leftwing activities throughout the country, in- 
cluding Mrs. Eleanor Roosevelt, and this ad reads as follows: 


The advertisement below appeared in the Washington Post Jan. 7, 1959— 


and I am reading from the ad in the Pittsburgh Post-Gazette of 
March 9— 


The advertisement below appeared in the Washington Post Jan. 7, 1959. On 
the same day Rep. James Roosevelt introduced a resolution which would abolish 
the House Un-American Activities Committee (H.R. 53). The resolution is still 
pending. 


The Un-American Activities Committee has announced hearings in the New 
Federal Bldg. of Pittsburgh on Tues., Wed., and Thurs. of this week. The 
following ad is therefore reproduced here as a public service by the Emergency 
Civil Liberties Committee, Harvey O'Connor, chairman, Corliss Lamont, vice 
chm., Clark Foreman, director, 421 Seventh Ave., N.Y. 1, N.Y. 

And then follows the usual bitter attack upon the Committee on Un- 
American Activities. It is then signed by the individuals, as I have 
indicated. 

Let me ask you, at this meeting in Schlesinger’s office was there a 
representative of the Emergency Civil Liberties Committee present 
also? 

Mr. Gorpen. One Mr. Foreman. 

Mr. Scuerer. Mr. Clark Foreman, the director of the Emergency 
Civil Liberties Committee, was at this meeting in Schlesinger’s office ? 

Mr. Gotpen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Scuerer. And that, Mr. Chairman, is the Clark Foreman, who 
is the director of that committee and whose name appears in this ad 
that I have just read. 

Now, do you remember anything Clark Foreman said at that time 
at the meeting? 

Mrs. Gotpen. He just told the people that if they in all good con- 
science decided to plead the fifth, that they should by all means do 
so. He had this particular ad and stated that they were putting 
this ad in the newspaper, that he was also contacting different people 
in this area to condemn the hearings that were scheduled. 
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Mr. Scuerer. Mr. Clark Foreman made that statement at this meet- 
ing of persons who had been subpenaed before this committee, persons 
you have identified as known members of the Communist Party. He 
made that statement in Schlesinger’s office just a few days ago. 

Mrs. Gorpen. Yes. 

Mr. Scuerer. Harvey O'Connor, who is named here as chairman 
of this committee of which Clark Foreman is director—I might say 
for the record at this point and for the good people of Pittsburgh who 
read these ads and do not know the source of these ads—has been 
identified as a member of the Communist Party. I will pass over 
Corliss Lamont without any comment. 

Then also there is Frank Wilkinson, who signed this ad. He is the 
executive director of this same Emergency Civil Liberties Committee. 
He was convicted, was he not, Mr. Arens, in the Federal courts of 
Atlanta about 3 or 4 weeks ago and sentenced to 1 year in prison for 
contempt of Congress? 

And what is the record of Car] Braden, who is also identified with 
this Emergency Civil Liberties Committee that placed this ad in the 
Pittsburgh press? 

Mr. Arens. Carl Braden, likewise identified as a member of the 
Communist Party, having been subpenaed by this committee to testify 
at Atlanta, Ga., refused to answer a number of questions, was con- 
victed and sentenced to a year in jail by the United States District 
Court in Atlanta. 

Mr. Scuerer. The Emergency Civil Liberties Committee which 
placed this ad has been also cited by this committee and the Senate 
Internal Security subcommittee, has it not, Mr. Arens, as a Commu- 
nist-controlled and Communist-dominated committee or organiza- 
tion? 

Mr. Arens. That is correct. 

Mr. Scuerer. We have issued a report on the Emergency Civil Lib- 
erties Committee entitled, “Operation Abolition,” which sets forth the 
long Communist and Communist front records of practically every 
officer and trustee of the Emergency Civil Liberties Committee. Is 
that not right, Counsel ? 

Mr. Arens. That is correct; yes, sir. 

Mr. Scuerer. And the Director of the Federal Bureau of Investi- 
gation. J. Edgar Hoover, has in a public statement and letter compli- 
mented this committee on the excellency of the report on the Emer- 
gency Civil Liberties Committee, has he not ? 

Mr. Arens. That is correct. 

Mr. Scnerrr. Now, I just want to make this observation, that this 
ad, and I don’t want to belabor the point, which appeared in the 
Pittsburgh Post-Gazette yesterday morning issued by the Emergency 
Civil Liberties Committee and the individuals to whom I have re- 
ferred does carry the names of a large group of citizens from this 
country who are more or less prominent and who may influence the 
readers of that ad because their names appear on thisad. It is indica- 
tive of how people can be serving the Communist cause and serving 
an organization such as the Emergency Civil Liberties Committee. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Golden, when was the last meeting you attended 
as a Communist of the Independent Voters League? 

Mr. Gotpen. Saturday a week ago, Roosevelt Hotel. 
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Mr. Arens. And who were the Communist Party members who 
were in attendance at this meeting of the Independent Voters League 
at the Roosevelt Hotel here in Pittsburgh a week or so ago? 

Mr. Gorpen. Alex Steinberg, Alex Staber, Joe Rudiak, Nathan 
Albert, Gus Santes, and myself. 

Mr. Arens. What other front groups were you active in as a com- 
rade, as a Communist ? 

Mr. Gotpven. Civil rights organization, the Progressive Party, the 
two principal ones. 

Mr. Arens. In general, what were the purposes of these front 
groups 

Mr. Gotpen. They were to recruit members to carry out the poli- 
cies of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Arens. How did the Communist Party members, the comrades 
in this conspiracy control the front groups / 

Mr. Gotnen. By helping to organize them and then present their 
policies and push those forward ‘and take over, 

Mr. Arens. Did they caucus frequently / 

Mr. Gotpen. They caucused frequently. 

Mr. Arens. As to how they were going to penetrate and control 
these organizations / 

Mr. Gouvey. They caucused before and after every meeting and 
in between. 

Mr. Arens. Was the Progressive Party of uit Pennsylvania 
controlled by the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Absolutely. 

Mr. Arens. What Communist Party members were also members 
of the Progressive Party ? 

Mr. Goupen. Most all of them. Here I have listed some names. 

air. Arens. Would you kindly give those names to us on this record 
now 

Mr. Gorpen. J. B. Richardson, Henry Bichner, of Philadelphia, 
Pearl Griffin, Rebecca Horowitz, James Quinn, Joe Robinson, Ted 
Wright, Joe and Agnes Mankin, Jack Sartisky. 

Mr. Arens. That is M-a-n-k-i-n? 

Mr. Goutpen. Right. Essie Steinberg, Sol Garfield, of Philadelphia, 
who was there lots, Mr. William Hamlet, Ida Lewis, Alma Robinson, 
Allen Thomas, Miriam Schultz, Gabe Kish, Thomas Fitzpatrick, 
Vladimir Slomberg, are some of the names. I don’t have them all. 

Mr. Arens. Who from the Communist Party were penetrating and 
active in controlling the Civil Rights Congress ? 

Mr. Gotpen. Nathan Albert, Joe Rudiak, Miriam Schultz, Ben 
Careathers, Steve Nelson and wife, Essie Steinberg, Allen Thomas, 
Rebecca Horowitz, Bessie Steinberg, Evelyn Abelson, Sunny Sartisky, 
Al MeNeil, Lila and Jerry Grushka, Ted and Eileen Rowland, Steve 
Suto are some of those in the CRC. 

Mr. Arens. I should like to interrogate you, if you please, respect- 
ing Communist Party training schools. While a member of the Se 


munist Party did you attend : any schools or classes conducted by the 
Communist Party training schools? 

Mr. Gorpven. I attended three sessions. 

Mr. Anens. Where were those held? 

Mr. Gorpen. One was held in Wood Street. 
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Mr. Arens. Here in Pittsburgh? 

Mr. Gorpen. Yes. Over up in the jewelry store. One was on 
Liberty Avenue, I think it was 9170, the second or third floor and one 
in Toni Nuss’ home. 

Mr. Arpns. What were you taught concerning the revolutionary 
aims of the Communist operation ? 

Mr. Gorpen. We were taught the principles of Marxism and com- 
munism and on economic situations and political situations, how to 
meet and work in groups in political groups and how to control or 
lead front organizations along the party line. 

Mr. Arens. Were you told how to agitate among the masses? 

Mr. Gotpen. That was part of the education. 

Mr. Arens. Who were the instructors in these schools? 

Mr. Goipen. Bill Albertson, first had it, later he went to Detroit, 
and then between teachers we had some four or five meetings in a 
housing project in Toni Nuss’ home in the South Side and then Wil- 
liam Gordon came in from New York and finished the instruction and 
Steve Nelson taught a class one night. He was here to talk. 

Mr. Arens. Was any emphasis placed upon the objective of the 
Communist operation in penetrating labor groups ? 

Mr. Gotpen. The principal target was labor organizations. I was 
taught to infiltrate all unions, particularly steel, electrical, food, and 
places that had Government contracts; that later on you would be, if 
something happened, in position to help create chaos. 

Mr. Arens. Can you give us some of the techniques and strategy 
of the Communist Party in infiltrating labor organizations? 

Mr. Gotpen. We were supposed to affiliate, or to become a member 
of the union, you attached yourself to the top leadership of the unions, 
you worked very diligently and very hard. You carried out all the 
directives and make yourself a good, loyal union man and then to get 
ina minority position and work your way up in the leadership, slowly 
infiltrating into the union the ideas through resolutions on cases that 
concern labor or minority groups; you would then influence your 
unions through resolutions that you would carry in and work your 
vay into that so you can control their policies. 

Mr. Arens. Were you cautioned as to revealing your true identity 
as a member of the conspiracy ? 

Mr. Gotpen. That was inevitable. You wouldn't be any use to 
them if it was known in your union that you was a Communist Party 
member. 

Mr. Arens. During your activity in the Communist Party, did 
you have any contact with the UE, United Electrical, Radio and 
Machine Workers Union of America ? 

Mr. Gorpen. We had a couple meetings in their office. At that 
time I think it was the old Wabash Building they were in. 

Mr. Arens. These are Communist cell meetings ? 

Mr. Gotpen. Yes. 

They were trying to get certain issues before the public and before 
the unions at this particular time. One issue was a protest on the 
hiking of the trolley fares. They wanted to get the names and to 
secure mailing lists and to get people to protest. This was another 
way they got their mailing list for these various fronts. 

Mr. Arexs. Was this protest group completely controlled by the 
Communist Party ¢ 
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Mr. Goupen, As faras my knowledge is, yes. 

Mr. Arens. Did you also meet at the UE headquarters persons 
Who were officials of the UE but who were known by you to be 
comrades, members of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Goutpen. Yes. Tom Fitzpatrick, Tom Flanagan. 

Mr. Arens. Tom Fitzpatrick. What was the second name? 

Mr. Goupen. Flanagan. Thomas Flanagan and Tom Quinn. 
There were others here. 

Mr. Arens. Did you meet Harold Briney there by any chance? 

Mr. Gotpen. No, I don’t think I did. Not at this meeting. 

Mr, Arens. Have you ever met him asa comrade? 

Mr. Goupen. Tecan’t recall if Thave or not. 

Mr, Arens. Do you have any information respecting leaflets which 
were distributed by the comrades which were printed at UE head- 
quarters or with UE equipment ? 

Mr. Gotpen, Yes, they printed leaflets on these protests and other 
things that they were fighting at that time. They were passed out 
at various mills. They were printed in the downtown office and car- 
ried out of there and put in cars and distributed. 

Mr. Arens. In other words, the work of the Communist Party here 
was carried through UE at the expense of the rank and file members 
of the UE who paid their dues to the UE, is that correct ? 

Mr. Goupen. Probably true. We gave them no money. 

Mr. Arens. In your work in the labor field, have you had any ex- 
perience with the Taft-ITartley affidavit as far as the Communist 
Party was concerned ¢ 

Mr. Gotpen. Yes. I went to protest meetings. I ran for office in 
the union after I had been exposed, and I was told to go ahead and 
run by the party: in fact the party made up the slate of Communist 
members and sympathizers for Local 325. If we were elected we were 
to sign the non-Communist affidavit oath and put the proof of the 
burden on the Government to prove we were members. 

Mr. Arens. In other words, you were to go ahead and sign it even 
though you were a Communist 4 

Mr. Gorpen. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. And sign it as though vou were not a Communist? 

Mr. Gotpen. That is right. Put the burden of proof on the Govern- 
ment to prove we were. 

Mr. Arens. I should like to dwell a little, Mr. Golden, on patterns 
of activity in the field of Communist propaganda. The United States, 
as this committee has revealed time and again, is constantly barraged 
with Communist propaganda both from abroad and from sources here 
within the United States. In your work in the Communist Party, did 
you acquire any knowledge of the techniques of this Communist propa- 
ganda ¢ 

Mr. Gotpen. Sure. They would take some issue that had some small 
part of truth in it and they would build that up and publicize it and 
twist it around to fit their own needs. They would stress civil liberties 
and individual rights and persecution of minority groups et cetera, 
anything they could get to the front, get to the masses, get money and 
help fight, they would infiltrate them. 

Mr. Arens. What is the main source of Communist propaganda in 
the Pittsburgh area now? 
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Mr. Gotpen. It comes from New York by mail and is distributed on 
the North Side and to me, I live near Crafton, by one Eddie Lange. 
In the past I have received Daily Workers, Sunday Workers, Political 
Affairs, and books, that anyone writes in the Communist Party. It is 
a must you take them. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have information respecting any reproducing 
equipment presently in operation by the Communists here? 

Mr. Gotpen. Not at the present, but in the past we got out our own 
information through leaflets. We had a mimeograph machine in one 
Mark Lovett’s home when he lived on Federal Street and then, as I 
stated before, leaflets and things were run off in the UE office for 
protest of different things. 

Mr. Arens. What has happened in the recent past to the Foreign 
Languages Press in this vicinity / 

Mr. Gowen. That, due to the pressure brought on it, after they 
were exposed the circulation fell off, they broke it up here and moved 
to Chicago, figuring it would be a larger city and they could operate 
better without harassment. 

Mr. Arens. Who moved to Chicago, with that Communist press, 
do you recall? 

Mr. Goupen. Well, there was John Vidmar and his father moved 
with them, Daisy and Arthur Bart] went with it. 

Mrs. Gotpen. Calvin Brooks. 

Mr. Arens. To your certain knowledge, were all of these individuals 
Communists? 

Mrs. GotpEn. Yes. 

Mr. Gotpen. They moved with the paper to Chicago. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have knowledge of persons in this area who 
are Communists and who have traveled abroad to engage in Commu- 
nist Party activities? 

Mr. Gotpen. I know only of one, and that is Anna Devunich. 

Mr. Arens. Where did she go? 

Mr. Goitpen. I think to Hungary. 

Mr. Arens. During the 12 vears that you were a member of the 
Communist. Party did you become aware of Communist Party mem- 
bership of any persons other than those you have already indicated 
and identified ? 

Mr. Gotpen. I don’t know themall. But I know some more. 

Mr. Arens. Those who were in contact with you as comrades in the 
operations in which you were engaged’? Kindly give those to us now, 
please, with a word of comment on each. 

Mr. Goutpen. Genne Crockert from Wheeling, W. Va., she is head 
of the party down there. She later married. T think it is Kuhn, mar- 
riagename. Jerry Grushka. 

Mrs. GotpreN. He is from New York. 

Mr. Arens. Spell that. please, sir. 

Mrs. Gotpen. G-r-u-s-h-k-a. 

Mr. Gorpen. He was in the youth movement. 

Mrs. GotpEN. He was. 

Mr. Gotpen. Bobby Jones. He was active in the hotel-restaurant 
and food, Communist Party groups that belonged to the hotel and 
restaurant workers’ union. 
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Elmer Kish, one time helped organize in Washington County. Nick 
Lazaris, who was the head of the hotel and restaurant workers group 
of the Communist Party. 

Milo Mamula, Steve Nelson, Andy Onda, Ted Rowland, Hymen 
Schlesinger, Ernest Careathers, Rachel Cooper, Herbert Glickman, 
Vince Kemenovich, Ruth Kish, Al MeNeil, Francis McGill, Isaac Bey, 
Antoinette Nuss, J. B. Richardson, Eileen Rowland, Vladimir Slom- 
berg. There are some more. 

Mr. Arens. Mrs, Golden, you testified you joined the Communist 
Party in 1947. Please relate on this record the circumstances of your 
joining the Communist Party. 

Mrs. Goupen. After my husband had joined there were executive 
committee meetings held at my home. The first ones I didn’t attend. 
Not being a member of the party, I went toa movie. When I got home 
the meeting wasn’t over and I sat in the kitchen. After the meeting 
was over Joe Mankin had said, “The next meeting we have, why don’t 
you stay here? You might learn something.” So he proceeded to talk 
to me and ask me how I felt about this and how I felt about that. 
And in August of 1947 we had a meeting at our home to form a 
branch of the Congress of American Women in Pittsburgh on the 
North Side and Anna Devunich came to our home and Joe Mankin 
was there, too. Since they weren’t very many women present, some 
of them had been on vacation, they decided to postpone this meeting 
and — Devunich asked me to join the party that evening, and 
I did so. 

Mr. Arens. And you did so with the full knowledge and coopera- 
tion of your husband, and you also did so at the instigation and 
knowledge of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, is that correct? 

Mrs. Gotpen. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. To what group were you assigned after you joined 
the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Gotpen. The North Side Club. 

Mr. Arens. That was the same group to which your husband was 
assigned / 

Mrs. Gotpen. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Since he has already testified respecting that particular 
entity of the Communist Party we will not interrogate you on that. 
What were your principal activities in the Communist Party, Mrs. 
Golden ? 

Mrs. Goupen. Well, I was appointed to assist the membershi 
director, John Vidmar, to type the letters and the envelopes, call 
people on the phone, but my chief activity was in front groups. 

Mr. Arens. Of what front group were you first a member ? 

Mrs, Goupen. It was first called the Housewives Price Protest 
Committee and then it was later changed to the Housewives Protest 
Committee. 

Mr. Arens. Was it created and controlled by the Communist 
Party ? 

Mrs. GotpeNn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. What was the purpose of the Housewives Protest 
Committee ? 

Mrs. Gotpen. At that time they were opposing the lifting of price 
controls. 
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Mr. Arens. How many members? 

Mrs. Gotpen. When it started out there must have been about 100 
members. 

Mr. Arens. In this group of 100 members controlled by the Com- 
munists, how many were actually comrades, Communists 4 

Mrs. Gotpen. About 8 to 10, at the most. 

Mr. Arens. What did this group do? How did they raise money / 

Mrs. Goupen. Well, they went out, they distributed petitions. We 
would go on street corners and go out to get petitions signed, sent out 
letters and— 

Mr. Arens. What did they do with the petitions ? 

Mrs. Gotpen. They sent them to Washington. 

Mr. Arens. What Communist Party members were in the House- 
wives Protest Committee ? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Miriam Schultz, Anna Devunich, Evelyn Abelson, 
Mark Lovett, Agnes Mankin and myself. 

Mr. Arens. Of what other front groups were you a member? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Well, I was a member of a peace group that started 
out. 

Mr. Arens. What was the name of it? Do you recall ? 

Mrs. GotpEN. There was one meeting held to form a club, It was 
more or less a city meeting to organize peace clubs in the various 
sections of the city. And then the North Side had their own peace 
meeting and formed the North Side Peace Club. 

Mr. Arens. Was it controlled by the Communists ? 

Mrs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Were you a member of the Civil Rights Congress? 

Mrs. Goupen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Were you active in the Rosenberg Committee ? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Were you active in the Committee To End Sedition 
Laws? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Were you active in the American Committee for Pro- 
tection of Foreign Born? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Were you active in a number of other similar groups? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Were they all controlled by the conspiratorial system ? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Scuerer. How did you find time for social life? 

Mrs. Gotpen. We didn’t. 

Mr. Arens. How did the Communists retain control of these 
groups? You indicated that in this one group only a handful of 
comrades controlled a rather large group. How was that done? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Most of these groups, now the peace group, there were 
a few known Communists in it. But thev would bring up an issue 
on the floor and get the resolutions passed. The Civil Rights Con- 
gress, Rosenberg Committee, they were all born by the Communist 
Party and it was just another Communist Party meeting as far as— 
there wasn’t anybody outside of party members who attended these 
functions. 

Mr. ‘om What techniques were used by the front groups to raise 
money 
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Mrs. Gotpen. We had picnics and dinners, and we had Russian 
movies. We sent out “appeals” letters. 

Mr. Arens. Where did you get your mailing list? 

Mrs. Gotpen. They had union mailing lists, they had the party 
mailing list of people that had contributed in the past and we had 
petitions signed, and would take some names from these petitions and 
use them. 

Mr. Arens. You mentioned that you were a member of this North 
Side Peace Club. What was the purpose of this group? 

Mrs. Gotpen. To oppose universal military training, to oppose test- 
ing of atom bombs, to protest the Korean war. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have any instance in mind which was partic- 
ularly significant in connection with opposing the Korean war? 

Mrs. Goutpen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Can you tell us about it? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Joe Mankin lived upstairs over us when we lived on 
the North Side. And he had had a meeting up there of his group, 
John Vidmar, Helen and Bill Kompus, Agnes and myself. I hadn't 
been to the meeting but I was called up at 11 o’clock. The news was 
on and everybody had to keep quiet until we heard the news. At 
that time the United Nations overseas were retreating. Joe was very 
jubilant over the whole thing. He stated that the imperialists, capi- 
talists, would never win. the Korean war, as our boys were not used 
to fighting against guerrilla warfare. They had fought with guer- 
rillas in World War II, but never against. Therefore the people’s 
democracies would win the fight. 

Mr. Arens. What Communist Party members were also members of 
the North Side Peace Club? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Joe Mankin, Tom Flanagan, Miriam Schultz, Eve- 
lyn Abelson, Viola Schmidt. 

Mr. Arens. Was Agnes Mankin a member? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Yes, sir. Gabe and Mary Kish, Nick Kelich, Sunny 
Sartisky, Bobby Jones, Bessie Steinberg, Helen and Bill Kompus, 
Jerry anl Lila Grushka, John Vidmar, Daisy and Arthur Bartl, 
Anne Perpich. 

Mr. Arens. What Communist Party members were also active in 
the Civil Rights Congress ? 

Mrs. GotpEN. Well, practically the same ones. 

Mr. Gotpen. Same group. 

Mr. Arens. What Communist Party members were members of the 
Committee to Secure Justice in the Rosenberg case ? 

Mrs. Goupen. Practically the same ones. 

Mr. Arens. How about the Committee To End Sedition Laws? 

Mrs. GotpEN. Same ones. 

Mr. Arens. And the American Committee for Protection of For- 
eign Born ? 

Mrs. GorpEN. Same ones. 

Mr. Arens. Was there a successor here to the American Committee 
for Protection of Foreign Born? 

Mrs. Gotpen. No. But at the same time that that committee was 
functioning they had what was called a Nationality Committee of 
Western Pennsylvania. 
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Mr. Arens. What was its purpose? 

Mrs. Goitpen. This was to fight the Walter-McCarran Act and—— 

Mr. Arens. That is the Immigration and Nationality Act, popu- 
larly known as the Walter-McCarran Act? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Yes. And the American Committee for Protection 
of Foreign Born had been cited as a subversive organization and 
therefore it was felt that the Nationality Committee could carry on 
the work because it hadn’t been cited and therefore some people 
wouldn’t be frightened into not working with the Nationality Com- 
mittee, where they wouldn’t work with the American Committee. 

Mr. Arens. Did you ever attend a victory celebration for Steve 
Nelson ? 

Mrs. GotpeN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Could you tell us about it, or about them, if you at- 
tended more than one? 

Mrs. Gotpen. They had a couple. There was one in January of 
1954 when the State Supreme Court overruled the conviction of Steve 
Nelson on his sedition case. 

Mr. Arens. Where was this held and how many people were pres- 
ent? Tell us about it, please. 

Mrs. Gotpen. It was held in the Fort Pitt Hotel. Near approxi- 
mately 100 people present. Well, it was 

Mr. Arens. Was it under Communist Party control? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. In connection with your activities in these front groups 
did you ever travel to other cities to participate in conventions or any 
activities on behalf of the Communist operation ? 

Mrs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Would you describe briefly some of these meetings? 
Who were the leaders, where they were held and what you did? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Well, in April of 1953 I went to Philadelphia with 
Miriam Schultz and Nate Albert and Joe Mankin. And Nelson was 
there. 

Mr. Arens. Steve Nelson ? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. What was the purpose of your going? 

Mrs. Gotpen. This was supposedly a CRC conference. 

Mr. Arens. Civil Rights Congress ? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Tell usa bit about it, please. 

Mrs. Gotpen. They had planned to get 50,000 signatures on peti- 
tions to reverse the Steve Nelson conviction on sedition. And in turn 
they were going to try to get the [WO, International Workers Order, 
which the New York State Insurance Department broke up, to help 
defeat the Walter-McCarran Act and distribute 3,000 leaflets on the 
Smith Act. They talked about trials in Philadelphia that were going 
on, Smith Act trials. They made a proposal to Governor Fine to 
annul the 20-year sentence of Steve Nelson. And then Nelson spoke 
on how he had to goto trial without a lawyer. 

Mr. Arens. Did the delegation get to see the Governor? 

Mrs. GotpEN. This was to take place later. 

Mr. Arens. Did the delegation eventually see the Governor? 

Mrs. Gotpen. That I don’t know. I can’t recall. 
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Mr. Arens. Did the Communists reveal the fact that they were 
Communists ? 

Mrs. GotpEN. No. 

Mr. Arens. Did you subsequently participate in a Progressive Part 
affair in Youngstown, Ohio? 

Mrs. Gotpen. We both did. 

Mr. Arens. You and your husband ? 

Mrs. GotpeNn. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. And what was the nature of that affair? Could you give 
us a word about that / 

Mrs. Goupen. Well, they had a picnic in Youngstown and at this, 
the Rosenberg petitions were passed around and then they discussed 
sending a delegation of 10,000 people to Washington to demonstrate 
against the conviction of the Rosenbergs. 

Mr. Arens. Was this all controlled by the Communists? 

Mrs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Did you subsequently go to New York City on a con- 
ference ? 

Mrs. GotpEN. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Tell us about that, please. 

Mrs, GotpEeNn. In October of 1953 I went to New York City, for a 
people’s conference to fight the McCarran law prosecutions, and Me- 
Carthyism. 

Mr. Arens. Did you go to Chicago for any conferences? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Yes, I went to Chicago in December of 1953. 

Mr. Arens. What was the purpose of that conference ? 

Mrs. Gotpen. To repeal the Walter-McCarran Act and defend its 
victims. 

Mr. Arens. What transpired there ? 

ori Gotpen. Well, there was a talk about the people being de- 
ported. 

Mr. Arens. Did they talk about raising funds to defeat the Walter- 
McCarran Act? 

Mrs. Gotpen. They were to raise $50,000 to defeat the Walter- 
McCarran Act. 

Mr. Arens. How many comrades went from Pittsburgh to Chicago 
for this session ? 

Mrs. GoLpENn. 22. 

Mr. Arens. Did you attend any other out-of-town functions at the 
behest of the Communist operation ? 

Mrs. Gotven. I went to Harrisburg with Steve Nelson, Miriam 
Schultz, Sonny Robinson, and Art Shields. When Steve’s Supreme 
Court hearing was coming up on his sedition case, there were delega- 
tions there from New York, Philadelphia, and other areas. They 
were to see the Governor to ask him to reverse the conviction of the 
State. 

Mr. Arens. Did they make known to the Governor that they were 
comrades ¢ 

Mrs. GotpeN. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Arens. Mrs. Golden, I would like to ask you, as I asked Mr. 
Golden when he was concluding his testimony, to give us now the 
names of other persons who have not as yet been identified by your- 
self in connection with some unit of the Communist Party but who 
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wee to a certainty known by you to be members of the Communist 
arty. 

Mrs. Gotpen. Charlie Soldo. 

Mr. Arens. Spell that last name, please. 

Mrs. Goupen. S-o-]-d-o. 

Mr. Arens. And a word about him, please. 

Mrs. Gotpen. He was active in the language groups, nationality 
groups. Joe Takacs. He was also active in the nationality groups. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know Katherine Kemenovich as a comrade? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. K-e-m-e-n-o-v-i-c-h. 

Mrs. Gotpen. She was one of the people that went to Chicago with 
us. 
Mr. Arens. Did you know Alex Rakosi ? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Rakosi ? 

Mr. Arens. Rakosi. You know him as a comrade? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Yes, sir, he attended that meeting in Hymen Schle- 
singer’s office Saturday. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know John Regan asa comrade? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Yes, he was an active in youth, to my knowledge. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know Harold Spencer, S-p-e-n-c-e-r? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Are there others you knew as comrades whom you have 
not as yet identified in connection with some unit of Communist op- 
eration ? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Minnie Mazur. She is the sister of Becky Horowitz. 

Mr. Arens. How do you spell that last name, please ? 

Mrs. Gotpen. H-o0-r-0-w-i-t-z. 

Mr. Arens. The first lady’s name is Minnie? 

Mrs. GoLpEN. Minnie. 

Mr. Arens. And her last name? 

Mrs. GotpEN. M-a-z-u-r. 

Mr. Arens. Yes. Anda word about her, please. 

Mrs. GotpeNn. She was a sister of Becky Horowitz and she helped 
out and attended a lot of nationality affairs. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know her as a Communist ? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Are there any others? 

Mrs. GotpEen. Bessie Chosky. She was also active in nationality 
groups, particularly Jewish. 

Mr. Arens. Would you spell her last name, please ? 

Mrs. Gotpen. C-h-o-s-k-y. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know her as a comrade? 

Mrs. GotpEN. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Are there any others? 

Mrs. GortpEN. I can’t think right now. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, as the chairman knows and as the wit- 
nesses of course know, these witnesses have been in contact with the 
staff over the course of many months. We have had, under oath, ex- 
tensive interviews and consultations with these two witnesses on some 
subjects covered here today, but there are other matters which, as 
the chairman knows, it would not be prudent at this time to develop 
with these witnesses in a public session. Therefore, Mr. Chairman, 
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I respectfully Suggest that would conclude the staff interrogation of 
this session. On behalf of the staff, if you please, Mr. Chairman, we 
would like to publicly express our profound admiration and eep 
appreciation to these two people for the excellent cooperation they 
have given to this committee over the course of the many months 
the committee has been assembling information respecting the gen- 
eral subject matter of their testimony. 

Mr. Wiis. Mr. Arens, on behalf of the subcommittee I, and 
through this committee, on behalf of the Congress, I should say that 
we acknowledge an obligation of this Congress. It must have been a 
very grievous and distressing experience to have had one’s children 
shunned in the community, from one community to another, and when 
because they were serving their Government they could not reveal 
exactly what their lives were. Unquestionably Mr. and Mrs. Golden 
must have been the subject of intensive investigation by the FBI 
before they were accepted in their assignment. As far as I am con- 
cerned, I do not know of a greater investigative agency than the Fed- 
eral Bureau of Investigation. If they have been good enough for 
J. Edgar Hoover for the last 12 years they are good enough for me and 
this committee and the Congress. And I hope all the people, or the 
great majority of the people in this area have the pleasure to know 
that Mrs. Golden has been going to school and expects to get a cer- 
tification of graduation or some recognition of her studies tonight 
and for one ee you luck in your new life. And I hope that the 
friends who have shunned you in the past will understand why you 
devoted 12 long years of your life in a worthy undertaking for the 
Government of the United States. 

I have no particular questions. There are certain areas of informa- 
tion that can not now, at least, be revealed from these two witnesses. 
I do not know whether we will be permitted to do that later. Our 
staff will have to decide that question. 

Governor Tuck, are there any questions you would like to ask? 

Mr. Tuck. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say that I wholeheartedly 
concur in the statement which you have made on behalf of this com- 
mittee. I want to join in your words and appreciation of the pa- 
triotic services rendered by these two witnesses. As they have testi- 
fied a number of questions occurred to my mind that I might like 
to ask. But for fear that I might trespass and transgress some of 
those areas which it might not be in the public interest to have dis- 
closed, I will withhold any questions that I may have in mind. 

Mr. Wituts. Mr. Scherer? 

Mr. Scuerer. Mr. Chairman, of course I join in the sentiments ex- 
pressed by my two colleagues. I happen to know something of the 
type of service that these two people rendered to the Government 
of the United States. There is no question that this Government now, 
as of this moment, is facing the greatest threat to its very existence. 
These people have had a part in helping this Government offset that 
threat, at least to offset the threat from within. 

aa. in the sentiments expressed by my two colleagues and the 
staff. 

Mr. Wits. The subcommittee will stand in recess until 2 o'clock. 

(Whereupon, at 12:10 p.m. March 10, 1959, the hearing was re- 
cessed until 2 p.m. of the same day. Subcommittee members present : 
Representatives Willis, Tuck, and Scherer. ) 
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AFTERNOON SESSION, TUESDAY, MARCH 10, 1959 


Subcommittee members present: Representatives Willis and 
Scherer. 

Mr. Wits. The subcommittee will come to order. 

Counsel, please call your next witness. 

Mr. Arens. Alex Staber, please come forward and remain stand- 
ing while the chairman administers an oath. 

(Representative Tuck entered the room.) 

Mr. Srazer. Mr. Chairman, I would like to present a motion. 

Mr. Wituts. Please raise your right hand. Do you solemnly swear 
that the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Sraser. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF ALEXANDER STABER, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
HYMEN SCHLESINGER 


Mr. Arens. Kindly be seated. 

Mr. Sraner. I would like to present a motion. 

Mr. Arens. Please be seated. 

Mr. Staser. You mean I am not allowed to present a motion? 

Mr. Arens. Please be seated. Kindly identify yourself by name, 
residence, and occupation. 

Mr. Sraser. My name is Alexander Staber. I live at D62 Talbot 
Towers, Braddock, Pa. 

Mr. Arens. Your occupation, please, sir? 

Mr. Sraser. Due to the nature of this inquiry, I am going to 
claim my rights under the first amendment of free speech, free opinion, 
and I want to invoke the privileges of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Do you honestly apprehend, sir, if you told this com- 
mittee your occupation while you are under oath you would be supply- 
ing information which might be used against you in a criminal 
proceeding ¢ 

Mr. Scuuestncer. Mr. Chairman, may I address the Chair? 

Mr. Arens. Would you please answer the question ? 

Mr. Scuiestncer. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Wituts. The rules of the committee, as counsel knows, are to 
advise his client of his rights. There is a pending question. 

Mr. Scuirstncer. I want to move to quash the subpena because 
of the invasion of the right to counsel. 

Mr. Arens. Would you advise your client, please, sir? 

Mr. Scuvestncer. Mr. Chairman, I am addressing the Chair. 

Mr. Scuerer. Regular order, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Witness, would you please answer the question ? 

Mr. Wiis. Counsel knows the rules. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel please restrain yourself. 

Mr. Wiuis. Witness is here and there is a pending question rela- 
tive to his occupation, I believe. 

Mr. Arens. Do you honestly apprehend, sir, if you told this com- 
mittee while you are under oath what your occupation is you would 
be supplying information which might be used against you in a 
criminal proceeding ? 
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(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Sraper. I claim my rights under the first amendment of free 
opinion, and I invoke the privilege of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Do you feel honestly if you told this committee what 
your occupation is you would be supplying information which might 
be used against you in a criminal proceeding ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Screrer. Mr. Chairman, I ask 

Mr. Straper. The same answer, first and fifth. 

Mr. Arens. I respectfully suggest the witness be ordered and 
directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Sraser. The same answer, the first and fifth. 

Mr. Scuerer. Mr. Chairman, I ask that you direct the witness to 
answer the question because the question counsel asked him was 
merely to test this witness’ good faith in invoking the fifth amend- 
ment. The courts have indicated that that question should be asked 
by this committee when it is not sure that the witness is invoking the 
fifth amendment in good faith. 

Mr. Scutestncer. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Wits. Yes, that is unquestionably true. 

Mr. Scuestncer. In answer to occupation question in this case—— 

Mr. Arens. I respectfully suggest counsel be advised his sole and 
exclusive prerogative is to advise his client. 

Mr. Scuestncer (continuing). Terminated. 

Mr. Wiuus. The situation is this: It is up to the witness to invoke 
the right of the fifth amendment as he has a perfect right to. But 
the point is that in order to invoke that privilege there must be an ap- 
prehension that it might tend to incriminate him and so on, as coun- 
sel well knows, and the question is whether or not he is honestly in- 
voking it. 

If he has apprehensions that by telling us his occupation it might 
put him in jeopardy, it is up to his conscience, but. I order him to 
answer that question, or to answer whether or not he apprehends 
that it might tend to incriminate him. 

Mr. Sraser. I apprehend this question will put me in jeopardy, 
therefore I am invoking the privilege of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today in response to the subpena 
that was served upon you by the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities? 

Mr. Sraper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. You are represented by counsel ? 

Mr. Scuiesincer. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Sraper. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, you should be advised again that your sole 
and exclusive prerogative here is to advise the witness. 

Mr. Scurestncer. The witness wants to make a motion and tried 
to make a motion, and he wouldn’t be listened to, 

Mr. Arens. Now, Counsel, please restrain yourself, 

Mr. Witness, please tell this committee—— 

Mr. Scuestncer. May I finish my sentence ? 

Mr. Arens. Where and when were you born ¢ 

Mr. Scuiestncer. I was cut off in the middle. 

Mr. Wits. Proceed. 
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Mr. Scutestncer. Consultation between this witness—— 

Mr. Arens. Restrain yourself. Let counsel be advised his sole— 

Mr. Scuestncer. Spies and informers on this witness 

Mr. Arens. As counsel well knows the rules of the committee—— 

Mr. Scuiestncrr. Your Honor, this committee has violated the 
constitutional right. 

Mr. Wits. The witness will proceed and answer the outstanding 
question. 

Mr. Arens. Where and when were you born ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Sraner. What was the question 

Mr. Arens. Where and when were you born ? 

Mr. Sraper. I was born December 11, 1919, in the community 
of Ardmore, otherwise known as Forest Hills, Pa. 

Mr. Arens. Give us if you please, sir, a brief sketch of your 
education. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

_ Mr. Sraser. I am invoking the privilege of the fifth on the ques- 
tion—put me in jeopardy. 

Mr. Arens. Do you honestly apprehend if you told this committee 
truthfully about your education you would be supplying information 
that might be used against you in a criminal proceeding ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Sraner. I honestly think this question is a link in the chain 
that will put me in jeopardy. Therefore I am using the fifth amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Arens. How long have you been engaged in your present oc- 
cupation 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Sraper. First and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest the witness be 
ordered and directed to answer that question. 

Mr. Wiis. You are directed to answer that question. 

Mr. Stazer. I am invoking the privilege of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. What occupation did you have immediately prior to 
your present occupation ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Srazer. Fifth amendment privilege. 

Mr. Arens. We should like to display to you now a document, which 
has been identified in this record as Golden Exhibit No. 1, entitled 
“Unions Are Their Target.” It attacks this committee, tells about the 
terrible things this committee is doing and is signed by the Independ- 
ent Voters League, Post Office Box T314, Pittsburgh, 13, Pa., Alex- 
ander Staber, secretary. 

Kindly look at the exhibit and tell this committee whether or not 
that is a true and correct reproduction of a document of which you 
were one of the authors. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Sraser. May I read this out loud ? 

Mr. Arens. Kindly respond to the question, sir. 

Mr. Stazer. What is the question, sir? 

Mr. Arens. Did you ret: one the document that has just been dis- 
played to you? 

Mr. Srazer. I would like to read it to see. 
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Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest the witness be 
ordered and directed to answer that question. 

Mr. Wiis. The question is very simple. There is no necessity for 
you to make a spectacle reading it out loud. Read it to yourself and 
answer the question. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Sraser. In view of the testimony of the informers this morn- 
ing I am claiming the first amendment and the privilege of the fifth. 

Mr. Scuerer. ~~ said in view of the testimony of the informers 
this morning. I assume you are referring to the testimony of Mr. 
and Mrs. Golden. Is that right? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Sraper. Those are the informers and stool pigeons I am re- 
ferring to. 

Mr. Arens. I want you to tell this committee, then, in what respect 
was the testimony of the Goldens untrue ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Sraser. First amendment and the fifth amendment on that 
question. 

Mr. Arens. You called them informers. We are giving you an op- 
portunity to state now whether or not anything they said to this com- 
mittee this morning is untrue. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Arens. You refuse to tell the committee? 

Mr. Sraser. First and fifth. 

Mr. Arens. When the Goldens identified you as a member of the 
Communist Party, were they telling this committee a truth or an un- 
truth this morning? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Sraser. First and the fifth. 

Mr. Arens. When they stated that you were in Mr. Schlesinger’s 
office last Saturday with other witnesses and Communists who had 
been subpenaed to appear before this committee, were they telling the 
truth to this committee or were they telling an untruth ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Sraper. I claim the privileges of the sixth amendment, the right 
to counsel, and I would like to make this motion. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I ask that you direct the witness to 
answer my question. He said these people were informers, and I want 
to know in what respect these people misinformed this committee this 
morning. 

Mr. Wits. You are directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Sraner. I am still claiming the rights of the sixth amendment 
to get counsel and privilege of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Wiis. Proceed. Ask the next question. 

Mr. Arens. When the Goldens testified this morning that the parties 
who attended that meeting were members of the Communist Party, 
were they telling this committee the truth or an untruth? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Staser. The sixth and the fifth. 

Mr. Arens. When the Goldens told this committee this morning 
that at this meeting in Schlesinger’s office last Saturday the insertion 
ef the ads which appeared in this morning’s Pittsburgh Post-Gazette 
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was discussed, were they telling the truth to this committee or were 
they misrepresenting the facts in any way ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Sraner. The first, the sixth, and the fifth amendments to the 
Constitution. 

Mr. Arens. You mean you refuse to answer and invoke those pro- 
visions of the Constitution in refusing to answer? 

Mr. Straser. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Did you have anything to do with the placing of this 
< by the Independent Voters League in that newspaper here in Pitts- 

urgn? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Srazer. I am using the first amendment, freedom of the press, 
and the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Are you the Alexander Staber whose name appears on 
the ad in this morning’s Pittsburgh newspaper ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Sraner. The first amendment, freedom of the press, and the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. On Saturday in Mr. Schlesinger’s office you were still 
under the impression at that time that the Goldens were members of 
the Communist Party, were you not? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Sraper. The sixth amendment, the right to counsel, and the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Arens. In fact at that time you knew they were members of the 
Communist Party, but did not know that they were undercover agents 
for the Federal Bureau of Investigation; is that not right? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Sraner. Sixth, right to counsel, and the fifth. 

Mr. Arens. At that time you and Mr. Schlesinger there, your coun- 
sel, and the others present were discussing with them how you 
would bait this committee when you and the other witnesses appeared 
before this committee, were you not? 

Mr. Sraser. First amendment, right to free speech; the sixth, right 
to counsel; and the fifth. 

Mr. Arens. And the able Mr. Schlesinger was advising those wit- 
nesses how to bait this committee and how to answer the questions that 
were asked, was he not, at that meeting ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Sraser. Sixth amendment, right to counsel, and the fifth amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Arens. Were the Goldens telling this committee the truth when 
they said that Clark Foreman, of the Emergency Civil Liberties Com- 
mittee, which placed the other ad in the Pittsburgh press, was present 
at the meeting in Mr. Schlesinger’s office on Saturday ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Srazer. First amendment, right to free speech; sixth amend- 
ment, right to counsel, free speech, and press; fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Who gave you the information contained in the ad 
about the voting records of the members of this committee? Who 
gave you that information ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
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Mr. Srazer. First amendment, freedom of the press; fifth amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Arens. Do you think it would incriminate you to tell this com- 
mittee where you got the information that you used in an ad that 
you placed in the press? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Sraner. I have reasonable grounds as to my apprehension, and 
T am claiming the first and the fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Did you satisfy yourself before you placed that ad in 
the press that the facts stated in that ad were true or untrue, partic- 
ularly with reference to voting records? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Sraser. First amendment, freedom of press: fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Did any member of the Communist Party supply you 
with the information contained in that ad ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Sraser. First amendment and the fifth. 

Mr. Arens. As of this moment, you are a member of the Communist 
Party, a hard-core member of the Communist Party, are you not? 

Mr. Sraner. First amendment and the fifth. 

Mr. Arens. Mr, Staber, it is the information of this committee 
that you have been recently designated by a hierarchy of the con- 
spiracy in the United States to be the successor in these parts to 
Steve Nelson. I should like now to put it to you as a fact, sir, that 
you have been designated as the successor to Steve Nelson in the 
Greater Pittsburgh area of the Communist Party and ask you while 
you are under oath to affirm or deny that fact. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Sraner. First and fifth. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know Joseph Rudiak, whose name appears as 
president of the Independent Voters League on that exhibit? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Sraner. First and fifth. 

Mr. Arens. The Committee on Un-American Activities is under- 
taking to solicit information, tedious, difficult as it may be, respect- 
ing the operation of the international Communist conspiracy, which 
is out to destroy freedom everywhere and to destroy the Constitution 
of the United States. Its purpose is to submit that information to 
the U.S. Congress that it dans may undertake to devise legislation 
and amendments to existing laws to cope with this conspiratorial 
apparatus which would overthrow this Government by force and 
violence. 

Do you, sir, now have information, current information, respecting 
the techniques, strategies, tactics, and activities of that Communist 
conspiracy in the Pittsburgh area ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Sraner. First and fifth. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will con- 
clude the staff interrogation of this witness. 

Mr. Wiuts. The witness will be excused. 

(The witness excused. ) 

Mr. Scuiestncer. At this time, Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
move to quash the subpena to this witness and the interference of 
right to counsel. May I hand the motion ? 
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Mr. Wiutuis. Hand it to our director. We will have it for our 
records. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, the next witness, if you please, Alex 
Steinberg, please come forward. Please remain standing while the 
chairman administers an oath. 

Mr. Srernnerc. I object to being televised. 

Mr. Wiiuis. Please raise your right hand. Do you solemnly swear 
that the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Srernperc. I do. 

Mr. Wits. The rules of the committee are that until a witness 
is sworn he is, of course, not under the jurisdiction of this committee, 
but upon being sworn if he makes the request it must be respected. 
The TV people will act accordingly. 


TESTIMONY OF ALEX STEINBERG, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
HYMEN SCHLESINGER 


Mr. Arens. Kindly identify yourself by name, residence, and 
occupation. 

Mr. Srernperc. My name is Alex Steinberg. 

Mr. Arens. Would it be convenient for you to keep your voice up, 

lease ? 

Mr. Srernperc. My name is Alex Steinberg. 

Mr. Scuerer. I can’t hear the witness from here. 

Mr. Srernserc. Alex Steinberg. Can you hear? 

Mr. Wits. Yes. 

Mr. Srernperc. 5542 Jackson Street, Pittsburgh. 

Mr. Arens. And your occupation, please ? 

Mr. Srerperc. In view of the fact that I believe this committee 
is trying to deprive me of my means of earning a livelihood, I decline 
to answer that on the basis of the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Scuerer. Are you refusing to answer because you feel we are 
trying to deprive you of a livelihood or because you fear that your 
answer might incriminate you? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Scuerer. Which is your basic reason for refusing to answer? 

Mr. Srernperc. Mr. Counsel, I believe that—— 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Srernerc. Mr. Chairman, I believe that this will put me in 
reasonable apprehension of jeopardy, and I claim the first and fifth 
amendments. 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing in response to a subpena which 
was served upon you by the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Srernpera. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. And you are represented by counsel ? 

Mr. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, will you please identify yourself on this 
record ? 

Mr. Scuiestncer. My name is Hymen Schlesinger, and I am a 
member of the Allegheny County Bar. I practice law in the city 
of Pittsburgh, Pa. 
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Mr. Arens. How long have you been employed at your present place 
of employment, Mr. Steinberg? 

Mr. Srernserc. I invoke my rights under the first and fifth 
amendments. 

Mr. Arens. What was your employment immediately prior to your 
present employment? 

Mr. Srernserc. The same answer. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been employed in any activity since 
you reached adulthood concerning which you can tell this committee 
without revealing information which might be used against you in 
a criminal proceeding ? 

Mr. Srernperc. My answer is the same. 

Mr. Arens. Where and when were you born? 

Mr. Srernperc. I was born in Fittebangs; July 11, 1914. 

Mr. Arens. Where were you educated ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Srernpera. I claim the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Is that because you were in attendance at Communist 
Party training schools part of the time? 

Mr. Srernserc. First and fifth. 

Mr. Arens. What was your first occupation after you completed 
your education ? 

Mr. Srernperc. First and fifth. 

Mr. Arens. Have you always been known by the name of Alex 
Steinberg ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Srerneerc. First and fifth. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Steinberg, this morning Mr. and Mrs. Hamp 
Golden, testified under oath before this committee that for a period 
of time while they were members of the Communist Party at the 
behest of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, to get information 
to help protect this country against this conspiracy, they knew you, 
sir, as a member of the Communist Party. e would like to give 
you an opportunity now, while you are under oath, to deny that 
assertion. Do you care to avail yourself of that opportunity ? 

Mr. Srernserc. First and fifth. 

” Mr. Azaus. Are you now, this minute, a member of the Communist 
arty ¢ 

Mr. Srernperc. The same answer. 

Mr. Arens. I put it to you as a fact, sir, that you are now a mem- 
ber of the Nationality Committee of the Communist Party in Western 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Srernperc. Is that a question? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Srernserc. First and fifth. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know of an organization called the Inde- 
pendent Voters League? 

Mr. Srernserc. First and fifth. 

Mr. Arens. I put it to you as a fact, sir, that since 1949 you have 
been in the underground apparatus of this conspiracy operating in the 
bia area. If that is not true, deny it, sir, while you are under 
oath. 

Mr. Srerneerc. First and fifth amendments. 
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Mr. Arens. Do you know a Mr. and Mrs. Hamp Golden ? 

Mr. Srernperc. Same answer. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now, this moment, a member of the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Srernperc. Same answer. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that in the pres- 
ence of this witness another witness be sworn. 

Mr. Wiis. Let that be done. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Hardin, kindly come forward. Remain standing, 
if you please, sir. Raise your right hand while the chairman admin- 
isters an oath to you. 

Mr. Wiuts. Do you solemnly swear, sir, that the testimony you 
are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but 
the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Harpr. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF R. J. HARDIN 


Mr. Arens. Please state your full name. 

Mr. Harpin. R. J. Hardin. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Hardin, what is your occupation ? 

Mr. Harprn. I am employed at Domestic Machine Co. as a helper. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been a member of the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. Harprn. I have. 

Mr. Arens. I expect to interrogate you at length in a few moments, 
but for the present over what period of time were you a member of 
the Communist Party / 

Mr. Harpry. Off and on from the year of 1931 until 1954. 

Mr. Arens. During all that period of time were you a member of 
the Communist Party serving your Government at the behest of 
security agencies and police agencies ? 

Mr. Harprx. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. During the course of your membership in the Com- 
munist Party, did you know as a Communist a man by the name 
of Alex Steinberg ? 

Mr. Harprn. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Do you see in the courtroom now the man you knew as 
a Communist by the name of Alexander Steinberg ? 

Mince Harpin. Yes. That is Mr. Steinberg. That is Mr. Alex Stein- 
rg. 
r. Arens. Is he the man that has just been testifying? 
Mr. Harprn. That is correct. 


TESTIMONY OF ALEX STEINBERG—Resumed 


Mr. Arens. Mr. Steinberg, you have just heard the testimony of 
Mr. Hardin that while he was in the Communist Party at the behest 
of police agencies to serve these agencies he knew you, sir, as a mem- 
ber of the Communist Party. So there will be no question of these 
faceless informers, look at this man now in your presence and tell 
this committee while you are under oath, was he telling the truth 
or was he in error when he just identified you as a member of the 
Communist Party ? 
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Mr. Srernperc. First and fifth. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will conclude 
the staff interrogation of Mr. Steinberg, and I respectfully suggest 
Mr. Hardin be requested to assume the witness chair because we have 
a few more questions to ask him. 

Mr. One second. 

Mr. Scuiestncer. Mr. Chairman, I should like to make the same 
motion to quash the subpena as to Mr. Alexander Steinberg as was 
made in connection with Mr. Alexander Staber and for the same 
reason. 

Mr. Wituis. What was that? 

Mr. Scuiesincer. I am making the same motion with reference 
to Mr. Alexander Steinberg that I made with reference to Mr. Staber. 
I would like to be heard on it. 

Mr. Wits. Our rules permit a person to file papers or statements 
with the director for our consideration. 

Mr. Scutesincer. It is a motion to quash a subpena. 

Mr. Wits. The motion is received and as usual, it will be received 
by the staff. 

Mr. Scutesincer. I think it is a different category, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Wits. Proceed. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Hardin, will you kindly return to the witness chair, 
and Counsel, would you kindly retire, if you please ? 

Mr. Scuixestncer. A pleasure. 


TESTIMONY OF R. J. HARDIN—Resumed 


Mr. Arens. Mr. Hardin, you have been sworn a few moments ago 
and in the course of very brief testimony at that time stated, did you 
not, that for some period of years, beginning in about 1930 or 1931, 
up to and including about 1954, you were a member of the Communist 
Party. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Harprn. Yes, sir, off and on. I wasn’t all the time. 

Mr. Arens. During that period of time a served solely and ex- 


clusively at the instigation and request o 
Government; did you not ? 

Mr. Harprin. Yes, police agencies and the FBI. 

Mr. Arens. At no time were you in sympathy with the Communist 
Party ; is that correct ? 

Mr. Harpin. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Just tell us, if you please, sir, the highlights of the 
places where you served in the Communist Party, beginning, as I 
understand, in Danville, Va. 

Mr. Harprn. I was a member of the Communist Party at High 
Point, N.C. for a period of 6 or 8 months, I joined at the request 
of police organizations. My job there was to check on the activities, 
the movements of the Communists. There had been a lot of trouble 
down in that part of the country, a lot of bombings and killings, and 
the police organizations were checking on it. 

Mr. Arens. How long did you maintain your then membership in 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Harprn. At High Point? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 


police agencies and our 


356 CURRENT STRATEGY AND TACTICS OF COMMUNISTS 


Mr. Harpin. About 6 or 8 months. 

Mr. Arens. When was the next experience you had within the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Harpin. In Danville, Va., from 1934 until 1937. 

Mr. Arens. And tell us just a word about your activity there. 

Mr. Harpry. I joined the Communist Party in Danville, Va., in 
1934 at the request of a police organization, the police commissioner 
of Danville. 

Mr. Arens. How long did you serve in the Communist Party there / 

Mr. Harpin. Approximately 3 years. 

Mr. Arens. Then what was your next service in the Communist 
Party ? 

Mr. Harprn. I joined the Communist Party again in the year of 
1943 in Ebensburg Pa., at the request of Government men. 

Mr. Arens. How long did you serve then / 

Mr. Haropry. I reported Cuan activities to the Government 
agencies to 1954, December 8. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Hardin, the scope of the inquiry of this committee 
is confined to certain items which the chairman has specified in his 
opening statement. Therefore, we do not propose in this hearing now 
to interrogate you at length on a number of items on which we know 
you possess information. You have testified extensively in staff inter- 
rogations, have you not? 

r. Harpin. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Under oath? 

Mr. Harpin. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. You have been interviewed and worked with our staff 
on a number of items, have you not ? 

Mr. Harpry. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. For present purposes I expect to interrogate you only 
with respect to about half a dozen or so persons in the Pittsburgh 
area as to whether or not to your certain knowledge as a member of 
the Communist Party these persons were Communists, members of the 
Communist Party. 

First of all, the man who has just preceded you to the witness stand, 
Alexander Steinberg. Tell us a word about the basis upon which 
you know he is a member of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Harprn. Mr. Steinberg and I attended Communist Party meet- 
ings in Pittsburgh together, well, I will be very conservative about it, 
3 or 4or 5 years, maybe longer. He was a member of the policymak- 
ing committee in this district. 

r. Arens. Did you know Alex Staber as a member of the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Harprn. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. He is the man who preceded Mr. Steinberg to the wit- 
ness stand, it he not? 

Mr. Harprn. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know Nathan Albert as a Communist? 

Mr. Harorn. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Give us a word about him, please. 

Mr. Harpry. I attended policymaking meetings of the Communist 
Party with Mr. Albert during the years of 1948 and 1949. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know as a Communist, Edmund Lange? 
L-a-n-g-e? 
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Mr. Arens. And give us a word about him, please. 
Mr. Harpin. I saw Mr. Lange at Communist Party meetings in 


Mr. Arens. Closed Communist Party meetings? 

Mr. Harpin. He attended closed Communist Party meetings. 

Mr. Arens. Viola S-c-h-m-i-d-t? 

Mr. Harpin. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. And a word about her, please. 

Mr. Harprn. I attended a large number of Communist Party meet- 
ings with Miss Schmidt. 

Mr. Arens. Miriam S-c-h-u-l-t-z? 

Mr. Harprn. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. In passing may I ask, and I don’t believe I asked 
you this before, even in our interrogations privately, and I should 
have. Did you know the Goldens as Communists? 

Mr. Harptn. Yes. I saw them at meetings. 

Mr. Arens. Did you ever work with them as Communists? 

Mr. Harpin. No. I went to Communist Party meetings. I have 
seen them. I never saw them at very many meetings, but I saw 

Mr. Arens. They were in different units of the conspiracy than you, 
were they not 4 

Mr. Harprx. They were around some of the policymaking commit- 
tees, a few, Mr. Golden was. 

Mr. Arens. Joe Rudiak? 

Mr. Harpry. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know him as a Communist ? 

Mr. Harprn. I saw him at policymaking meetings of the Communist 
Party. 

Mi. Arens. Steve Devunich, D-e-v-u-n-i-c-h ? 

Mr. Harprn. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. And a word about him? 

Mr. Harpin. He attended Communist Party meetings. He was a 
close friend of Roy Hudson. 

Mr. Arens. Anna Devunich? Is she Steve Devunich’s wife? 

Mr. Harvrn. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. And did she attend the policy meetings ? 

Mr. Harprn. Yes. She attended meetings. I didn’t see her in as 
many as her husband. 

Mr. Arens. Beginning about the time you left. the Communist 
Party, the operation was going deeper and deeper underground, was 
it not? 

Mr. Harprn. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Could you give us a word from the standpoint of the 
importance of the coal industry to the Communist operation in the 
Pittsburgh area ? 

Mr. Harpry. The leaders of the Communist Party from New York 
and all over the country, they class Pittsburgh as the most important 
part of the country due to the heavy concentration of steel and coal, 
more especially the coal. Roy Hudson made the statement to me, 
“The party that controlled the coal controlled the Nation.” and they 
made a special effort to get a large number of Communist Party mem- 
bers among the coal miners. 


Mr. Harprin. Yes. 
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Mr. Arens. You worked in the coal sections of Pennsylvania in the 
Communist Party, did you not? 

Mr. Harprn. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. We have taken extensive testimony under oath from 
you in executive session on that issue, have we not 

Mr. Harprn. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, we have no further questions of this 
witness at this time. ‘ 

Mr. Scurrer. Although you were representing a police agency of 
government while you were a member of the Communist Party, you 
did not know that the Goldens, who were also members of the Com- 
munist Party, were undercover agents for the Federal Bureau of In- 
vestigation at the same time? 

Mr. Harprn. No, I did not. 

Mr. Wuus. That is the way the FBI operates. 

Mr. Arens. We have no further questions of this witness, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. Wiuts. We appreciate your appearance, Mr. Hardin, and we 
are indebted to you for the oft hate contributions you have made to 
law and order and preservation of and perpetuation of our institu- 
tions in America. On behalf of the subcommittee, the full commit- 
tee, and the Congress, we salute you. 

Mr. Harpry. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Next witness, if you please, Mr. Chairman, will be 
Esther Wilda Steinberg. Please come forward. Remain standing 
while the chairman administers an oath. 

Mrs. Sretnserc. I would like to object to being televised. 

Mr. Wis. After you are sworn. Please raise your right hand. 
ae “ep solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give will 

et 


= Ty truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 


Mrs. Sretnpere. I do. 
Mr. Wiis. Now you are under our jurisdiction. TV people and 
photographers will respect our rule, please. 


TESTIMONY OF ESTHER STEINBERG, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
HYMEN SCHLESINGER 


Mr. Arens. Kindly identify yourself by name, residence, and oc- 
cupation. 

Mrs. Srernperc. My name is Esther Steinberg. I live at 5524 
Jackson Street, Pittsburgh 6. 

Mr. Arens. And your occupation, please? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Srernserc. I decline to answer that on the grounds of first 
and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Solely for the purpose of identification, are you the 
wife of Alexander Steinberg, who preceded you to the witness stand ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs, Sternverc. First and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Do you honestly apprehend, if you told this commit- 
tee while you are under oath whether or not you are the wife of 
Alexander Steinberg, solely for the purpose of identification, you 
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would be supplying information that might be used against you in 
a criminal proceeding ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel. 

Mrs. Sremperc. In view of what has been stated before I have 
reasonable apprehension of jeopardy and claim the privileges of the 
first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Wiis. I think I catch on to counsel’s advice. I used the 
word “jeopardy” in a loose sense awhile ago. But I think counsel 
knows it is not the correct presentation of the invocation. So I would 
tages that you make a direct answer to the question as propounded 

vy counsel. 

Mr. Arens. Do you honestly apprehend if you told this committee 
whether or not you are the wife of Alexander Steinberg, solely for 
the purpose of identification, you would be supplying information 
that might be used against you in a criminal proceeding ¢ 

(The witness conferred with her counsel. ) 

Mrs. Srermneerc. That might be a link in a chain, and I claim the 
privileges of the first and the fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Where were you born? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Srernperc. I was born in Pittsburgh, Pa. 

Mr. Arens. And a word about your education. 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Srernperc. I have reasonable grounds for apprehension, and 
I claim the privileges of the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Have you attended Communist Party training schools? 

Mrs. Srerneerc. First and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever used any name other than the name 
“Steinberg” since you have been married ? 

Mrs. Srernperc. First and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Can you help us on this Housewives Protest Commit- 
tee? Were you one of the instigators of that group known as the 
Housewives Protest Committee here in the Pittsburgh area ? 

Mrs. Srernperc. First and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know a person by the name of Mary Golden? 

Mrs. Srernperc. First and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Mary Golden testified this morning under oath that she 
knew you as a member of the Communist Party. We would like to 
give you an opportunity now to deny that identification of yourself 
as a member of the Communist Party. Do you care to avail yourself 
of that opportunity ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Srernperc. I do not dignify the statements of an informer, 
and I claim the privileges of the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Was she misrepresenting to this committee when she 
said you were a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Srernperc. First and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Have you changed your opinion of Mrs. Golden since 
10 o’clock this morning ? 

Mrs. SternperG. First and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Have you met with Mrs. Golden in the course of the 
last few days? 

Mrs. SrernperG. I claim the privileges of the first and the fifth 
amendments. 
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Mr. Arens. When were you last in telephone conversation with Mrs. 
Golden ? 

Mrs. Srernperc. I claim the privileges of the first and the fifth 
amendments. 

Mr. Arens. In what groups are you active here in Pittsburgh ? 

Mrs. Srernperc. I claim the privileges of the first and the fifth 
amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Do you honestly apprehend if you told this committee 
truthfully under oath about your activities in groups and organiza- 
tions in the Pittsburgh area, that you would be supplying informa- 
tion that might be used against you in a criminal proceeding? 

Mrs. Srernperc. My answer is the same. I claim the privileges 
of the first and the fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, that concludes the staff interrogation 
of this witness. 

I would like to announce that the witnesses thus far have apparently 
overlooked signing their witness fee vouchers here. As they prob- 
ably know, or could be advised by counsel, they are entitled to their 
witness fees. It is customary. If they sign a voucher, it will be 
paid to them. 

Mrs. Sretneerc. I will be there, Mr. Arens, after the session. Now 
or either way. 

Mr. ScHLestNcer. May I ask the Chair if it is required that the 
witnesses sign for their money. If it is not required, I am going to 
advise all of them not to sign. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel’s sole and exclusive prerogative is to advise 
the clients. 

Mr. Scutiesincer. Merely a matter of inquiry, Your Honor. 

Mr. Arens. They have to sign to get their witness fee. 

Mr. Wiis. They have to sign if they want to be eligible to receive 
the witness fee. That isthe rule. 

Mr. Scuurstncrer. You say it is required? If it is required, then 
we have no choice. I will advise them tosign. If it is not required 

Mr. Wiiuts. If they do not want their money, they do not have to 
sign, of course not. If they want their witness fee, they must sign the 
voucher. 

Mr. Scuiestncer. They are entitled to that. But if they are not re- 
quired to sign to get their witness fee, then, of course, they won't. 
Tf they have to sign to get their witness fee, I will advise them to sign. 
Thank you. 

Mrs. Srerxrerc. I don’t know what am T supposed to do now. 

Mr. Wiiuts. I do not know if you want to take the advice or not. 

Mr. Scuirstncer. She may be excused ? 

Mr. Writs. Yes. Witness excused. 

We will take an informal recess for just a few minutes, and then the 
witnesses who have previously testified may sign their vouchers in 
order to claim their witness fee. 

(Brief in recess.) 

(Subcommittee members present : Representatives Willis, Tuck, and 
Scherer. ) 

Mr. Wirui1s. The subcommitee will please come to order. 

Counsel, will you call your next witness. 
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Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, before calling the next witness, if it 
meets with your pleasure, I should like to make an announcement and 
then make a request of the chairman. Two persons who were under 
subpena to appear today have produced doctors’ certificates or similar 
representations respecting their state of health, A Mr. Meyran 
Schroeder, M-e-y-r-a-n S-c-h-r-o-e-d-e-r, also known as Mr. Morris 
S-h-i-n-d-l-e-r, has produced a doctor’s certificate to the effect that 
he is being hospitalized as of March 8. Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I re- 
spectfully suggest you order that his appearance, pursuant to this 
subpena, be continued until such time as he has recovered, or such time 
as he is in physical condition to appear. 

Mr. Wiuuts. They were both served ? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wits. Let the record show the service and let it be understood 
that they will remain under subpena, the subpenas remain outstand- 
ing, the service remains, but their appearance will be deferred to a 
later date. 

Mr. Arens. And the second party is Genne Eva Kuhn from West 
Virginia, who has a similar situation, and we respectfully request a 
similar order. 

Mr. Wiis. A similar order will be in effect. 

Mr. Scuerer. Mr. Counsel, do you have any knowledge whether this 
witness, Shindler, was actually in the hospital at that time? I notice 
the letter says arrangements have been made for him to enter Presby- 
terian Hospital on March 8, 1959. I am wondering whether you 
know whether he actually entered the hospital, 

Mr. Arens. I donot know, Mr. Scherer. 

Mr. Scuerer. Can the staff investigate or determine whether he ac- 
tually went to the hospital ? 

Mr. Arens. All right, sir, we will do that. 

Mr. Scuerer. This is confusing. This doctor’s certificate was 
signed on March 2, 1959; and in a paper called The Progress (Penn- 
sylvania Township Paper), issue of March 5, 1959, there is a news 
article which contains a letter written by Maurice Shindler which 
indicates he is going to appear before the committee and will in- 
voke the fifth amendment. The letter also, of course, contains an 
attack upon the committee and indicates that his identification before 
this committee by Matthew Cvetic back in 1950, is untrue. I am 
wondering how we had this doctor’s certificate as early as March 2, 
when this letter, written purportedly by this same witness, appeared 
in The Progress under date of March 5? 

Mr. Scuiestncer. Mr. Scherer, may I explain that? 

Mr. Wiuts. Let the staff look into it. 

Mr. Scuerer. [ask the staff to investigate that. 

Mr. Arens. Ready for the next witness, Mr. Chairman ? 

Mr. Wituts. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Joseph Rudiak, kindly come forward. 

Please remain standing while the chairman administers an oath. 

Mr. Witu1s. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are 
about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Ruprax. I do. - 

I object to being photographed, televised, Mr. Chairman. 
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Ase Wuuts. The rule previously announced will be respected, 
please. 

Mr. Scuerer. Pardon me just a minute on this Shindler matter. 
Did we grant him a continuation to a later date? Does the record 
show granting a continuation ? 

Mr. Arens. The record will reflect I believe, Mr. Scherer, the chair- 
man granted that a continuation subpena will be in effect. 

Mr. Wits. I deferred appearance for today. We are going to be 
here on Thursday. 

Mr. Scuerer. That is what I mean. Deferred appearance—be- 
cause I think this thing should be explained. 

Mr. Wiiuts. Prima facie case has been made for it today. 

He is to remain under subpena. The staff will look into it. Whether 
or not he will be recalled tomorrow or Thursday or later will be 
determined. 

Mr. Arens. Has the witness been sworn, Mr, Chairman? 

Mr. Wituts. The witness has been sworn. 


TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH RUDIAK, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
HYMEN SCHLESINGER 


Mr. Arens. Please identify yourself by name, residence, and occu- 
pation. 


Mr. Ruprax. Joseph Rudiak, 1908 Jane Street, Pittsburgh, South 
Side. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly complete your answer / 

Mr. Rupiak. What was the question 

Mr. Arens. Would you please identify yourself by name, residence, 
and occupation 

Mr. Ruprak. I said my name was Joseph Rudiak, 1908 Jane Street, 
South Side Pittsburgh. 

Mr. Arens. And kindly complete your answer. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Ruprax. As far as my occupation is concerned, I believe I am 
reasonably under apprehension that by giving my occupation it would 
jeopardize, I would jeopardize myself. 

I claim the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Do you feel if you told this committee what your oc- 
cupation is you would be supplying information that could be used 
against you ina criminal proceeding 4 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Ruprax. It would be a link in the chain. I claim the first and 
fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been known by any name other than 
the name Rudiak ? 

Mr. Ruprak. First and fifth. 

Mr. Arens. Where and when were you born ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Ruprax. You asked me—what was the question again ? 

Mr. Arens. Where and when were you born, please ¢ 

Mr. Rupiak. I answered that question. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest the witness be 
ordered and directed to answer that question. 
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Mr. Ruprax. I was born April 21,1911. 

Mr. Arens. Where ? 

Mr. Rupiak. I was born in ashanty in Butler, Pa. 

Mr. Arrns. Give us a word, please, about your education. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Rupiak. I am going to invoke the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr, Arens. Ilave you attended Communist Party training schools? 

Mr. Ruprak. First and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Tell us of all the education you had, exclusive of any 
education you had or training you had from the Communist Party. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ruptak. Because it will be a link in the chain, I am invoking 
the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest the Chair order 
and direct the witness to tell this committee of his education exclu- 
sive of any education he has had in the Communist Party, for the 
reason that there could not be any conceivable link in any chain of a 
man’s education exclusive of his education and training by the Com- 
munist Party which could give a basis for a criminal action against 
him. 

Mr. Scuiesincer. Counsel has heard of 

Mr, Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that counsel here 
be admonished again his sole and exclusive prerogative as he knows 
or should know is to advise his client. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ruprak. I can’t understand your question. Here’s the thing. 

Mr. Arens. Please tell this committee all of the education you 
have had exclusive of 

Mr. Ruprax. IT want to know whether you mean public schools, high 
schools, parochial schools. 

Mr. Arens. That is correct. Yes, if you please, sir, exclusive of 
any training you had by the Communist Party in its training schools. 
That is the question, 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Ruprax. I went to publie schools for about, I believe—— 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Scuerer. Your counsel does not know that. 

Mr. Rupiax. Just don’t know how many years [ went to public 
schools. 

Mr. Wiiuis. Just approximately. 

Mr. Ruprix. Well, I went about 7 or 8 years—— 

Mr, Wiiurs. Did you finish high school ? 

Mr. Ruprak. To public schools. 

Mr. Arens. Did vou finish high school ? 

Mr. Ruprax. I also went while I went to public schools, I attended a 
language school catechism every Friday. TI also attended high school 
approximately 3 years. 

Mr. Arens. When did you complete your formal education ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ruprak. I don’t understand the question. 

Mr. Arens. When did you complete your education ? 

Mr. Ruptax. What education? 

Mr. Arens. You went to high school ? 
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Mr. Rupiak. Public schools. 

Mr. Arens. Did you go to high school, please, sir ? 

Mr. Rupiak. Went to high school. 

Mr. Arens. When did you complete your high school training ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Arens. Approximately, your best recollection, if you please, 
sir. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Rupiax. Somewhere in the twenties. 

Mr. Arens. And did you pursue any college courses, any courses 
in college? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Ruprak. Do you mean a recognized college / 

Mr. Anrens. Any college. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Ruprak. I am asking any recognized colleges? 

Mr. Scurerer. Recognized or unrecognized. 

Mr. Rvuprax. I did not. 

Mr. Arens. Tell us about the unrecognized colleges that you at- 
tended. 

Mr. Ruptax. I invoke the first and fifth amendment. I would like 
to have a drink of water here with another glass here. IT am dry. 

Mr. Arens. Help yourself, sir. 

Mr. Reprak. I want a clean glass here. 

Mr. Arens. See that he has a clean glass, please. 

Mr. Witness, have you told us of all of the education you have had 
exclusive of any education under Communist auspices ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ruprak. I am invoking the first and fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. I don’t think you understand me. You told us you 
have gone to high school, have you not ¢ 

Mr. Reprak. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Where else have you gone to school? Where else have 
you been trained exclusive of any Communist training ? 

Mr. Ruprax. I told you I went to public school, I went to high 
school, and I aso went to Catholic catechism school. 

Mr. Arens. Have you gone to any other schools? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Reprak. T invoke the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Have you been trained in Communist leadership train- 
ing schools? 

Mr. Ruprax. [invoke the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Over what period of time was the last training of any 
kind you have had? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Rupiak. I invoke the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Where were you last in school, training schools of any 
kind? 

Mr. Rupiax. First and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. How long after you completed this course in high 
school did you assume your next training or next educational ac- 
tivity? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 
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Mr. Ruprak. I invoke the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. What name have you used other than the name Rudiak ? 
Have I asked you about that—whether I have or not, I will ask you 
again. What name have you used other than the name Rudiak? 

Mr. Rouprax. | invoke the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. We want to display to you “Golden Exhibit No. 1,” 
entitled, “Unions Are Their Target.” It is a leaflet issued by the In- 
dependent Voters League and lists Joseph Rudiak as president, Alex 
Staber, as secretary. Would you kindly look at the document as it is 
being displayed to you and tell this committee, while you are under 
oath, whether or not you are the Joseph Rudiak who is president of 
the Independent Voters League and whether or not you caused this 
leaflet to be produced ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Rup1ak. I am invoking the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Do you honestly apprehend if you told this committee 
truthfully whether or not you caused to be produced this leaflet. which 
has been displayed to you, and whether or not you are the Joseph 
Rudiak, president of the Independent Voters League, you would be 
supplying information which might be used against you in a criminal 
proceeding 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ruprax. It could be a link in a chain. I invoke the first and 
fifth amendments. 

Mr. Anens. Are you now, this minute, a member of the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. Rupiax. | invoke the first and fifth amendments, 

Mr. Arens. Mr. and Mrs. Golden testified this morning under oath 
that while they were members of the Communist Party at the behest 
of the FBI they knew you, sir, as a member of the Communist Party. 
Were they telling the truth or were they in error? 

Mr. Ruprak. I invoke the first and fifth amendments, 

Mr. Arens. What organizations do you belong to now ? 

Mr. Ruptak. I invoke the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Now can you tell us the organizations you belong to 
of anon-Communist variety ? 

Mr. Ruprax. I belong to—I invoke the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. How many organizations do you belong to? 

Mr. Ruprax. First and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now possessed of information respecting the 
techniques, activities, strategy, and tactics of the Communist con- 
spiracy, which is to destroy this very Government under whose 
flag you, sir, have protection ? 

Mr. Ruprak. I invoke the first and fifth amendments, 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will conclude 
the staff interrogation of this witness. 

Mr. Scuerer. I have one or two questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rudiak, as president of the Independent Voters League, when 
did you submit the ad which appeared in this morning’s Pittsburgh 
press, attacking this committee ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ruptak. I invoke the freedom of the press and the fifth amend- 
ment, and freedom of the press covers the first amendment under the 


Bill of Rights. 
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Mr. Scuerer. Do you deny that you are the president of the Inde- 
pendent Voters League? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Ruprak. I invoke the first amendment, which gives me the 
privilege of freedom of assembly, and the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Scuerer. You mean you do not want to tell the public that 
you put this ad in the paper. That is all we want to know. What 
does that have to do with freedom of the press? 

Mr. Ruprax. The first amendment under the Bill of Rights gives 
everybody the freedom of assembly. 

Mr. Scuerer. I understand that. 

Mr. Rouprax. You understand that. And also I am invoking the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Tuck. He sure has freedom of speech. 

Mr. Scuerer. Mr. and Mrs. Golden testified this morning that you 
were at this strategy meeting in Mr. Schlesinger’s office on last 
Saturday. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Scuerer. Their testimony is correct in that respect, is it not? 

Mr. Ruprax. Could I address you, Congressman Scherer, is that 
it? I have the Bill of Rights with me here, as provided in the origi- 
nal amendments to the Constitution of the United States. This is 
acopy. Iam invoking the sixth amendment, and I will read it. 

* * * to be confronted with the witnesses against him; to have compulsory 
process for obtaining witnesses in his favor; and to have the assistance of 
counsel for his defense. 

Mr. Scuerer. Were you in the hearing room this morning when—— 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Scuerer. Are you ready so I can proceed? Were you in the 
hearing room this morning when Mr. and Mrs. Golden identified you 
as a member of the Communist Party and as a participant in this 
strategy meeting? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Scuerer. And also as the president of the Independent Voters 
League; were you here this morning, and heard that testimony ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ruptak. I invoke the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Scnerer. Mr. Chairman, I ask that you direct the witness to 
answer the question as to wether he was here this morning. He read 
the sixth amendment, which says he has the right to be confronted 
face to face with his accuser, and I just wanted to know. I saw him 
back there, and I just want to know now whether he heard that testi- 
mony. We want him to tell us whether he heard that testimony. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Screrer. He invoked the sixth amendment. 

Mr. Wits. Yes. The simple question was whether you were in 
the courtroom this morning when Mr. and Mrs. Golden testified, and 
T have been asked to direct you to answer that question. I think that 
is a proper request. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Wits. You are not being asked about anything else. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Wiru1s. So I direct you to answer that simple question. 
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Mr. Ruprax. I heard testimony by two informers this morning. 

Mr. Scuerer. I ask you, Mr. Chairman, to direct the witness to 
answer the question. He said he heard testimony by two informers. 
I ask whether or not he was present when Mr. and Mrs. Golden testi- 
fied. 

Mr. Wits. Yes. I direct you to answer that question. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ruptax. I was here when two persons were called on by the com- 
mittee and gave their names. 

Mr. Wixuts. We are not going to waste any more time. You don’t 
have to answer it. I direct you to answer it directly. 

Mr. Rupiak. They gave their names as Golden. 

Mr. Wituts. All right. 

Mr. Scuerer. Did you know those people before this morning ¢ 

Mr. Rupa. I am invoking the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Scuerer. You just read the sixth amendment and said that 
you have a right to be confronted by witnesses who accuse or identify 
you. Did you hear in this hearing room this morning, Mr. and Mrs. 
Golden identify you as a member of the Communist Party, as being 
present at the strategy meeting at Mr. Schlesinger’s office on last 
Saturday, and as being president of the Independent Voters League ? 
Did you hear that testimony ? 

Mr. Ruprax. Isthat the question? Is that a question ? 

Mr. Scuerer. That isa question. [am not asking whether it is true 
or not. Iam just asking you whether you heard that testimony. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Ruprak. I wasn’t paying any attention to what they were say- 
ing. 

Mr. Scnerer. You didn’t pay any attention to it. 

Mr. Golden, would you step forward a minute ? 


TESTIMONY OF HAMP L. GOLDEN—Resumed 


Mr. Scuerer. Mr. Golden, do you know the witness seated there? 

Mr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Scuerer. How long have you known him? 

Mr. Gotpen. Approximately 10 to 12 years. 

Mr. Scuerer. Did you know him as a member of the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. Gotpen. I do. 

Mr. Scuerer. Was he a member of the Communist Party as late as 
last Saturday ? 

Mr. Goupen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Scuerer. Was he present in the strategy meeting in Mr. Schle- 
singer’s office? 

Mr. Gotpen. He was so named in the testimony this morning, yes, 
sir. 

Mr. Scurrer. Is this Mr. Rudiak the president of the Independent 
Voters League as you testified this morning? 

Mr. Gotpen. Yes. 

Mr. Scuerer. Now, the meeting in Mr. Schlesinger’s office was 
arranged about a week before, was it not ? 
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Mr. Gotpen. Some 2 or 3 days I knew of it. It could have been 
arranged prior. 

Mr. Scuerer. Who made the arrangement 4 

Mr. Gotnen. I don’t know for sure who made it, but I was called 
by Alex Staber to attend the meeting. 

Mr. Scuerer. You didn’t go to see a lawyer then, you were just 
called to attend the meeting ? 

Mr. Gotpen. That is right and get our instructions how to proceed. 

Mr. Scuerer. Was Mr. Staber at the meeting when you got there? 

Mr. Gotpen. Yes. They were all present, and my wife and I. 

Mr. Scuerer. Was Mr. Rudiak at the meeting? 

Mr. Gotpen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Scuerer. All right. That is all. 

Mrs. Golden, would you mind stepping forward ? 


TESTIMONY OF MARY GOLDEN—Resumed 


Mr. Scuerer. Mrs. Golden, do you know the witness seated there 
at your left ? 

Mrs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Scuerer. Do you know him as James Rudiak ? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Joe Rudiak. 

Mr. Scuerer. I beg your pardon. Joe Rudiak? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Scuerer. Did you know him to be a member of Communist 
Party while you were a member of the Communist Party? 

Mrs. Goupen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Scuerer. Was he also president of the Independent Voters 
League / 

Mrs. Goipen. I never attended meetings in that group. 

Mr. Scurerer. Were the ads that were to be placed in the paper 
discussed at the Schlesinger meeting ? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Scurerer. Did he participate in the discussion ? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Scurrer. Now when was the meeting in the Schlesinger office 
arranged ? 

Mrs. Gotpen. My husband was told about it the Saturday pre- 
viously when he attended an Independent Voters League meeting at 
the Roosevelt Hotel and he received a phone call during the week 
notifying him of this meeting that took place Saturday. 

Mr. Scuerer. Mr. Schlesinger was not your lawyer, was he? 

Mrs. Gotpen. No, sir. We were told to see the Lawyer Referral 
Service, contact other organizations to try and get a lawyer. 

Mr. Scuerer. Who told you to contact the Lawyer Referral 
Service ? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Mr. Schlesinger. 

Mr. Scnerer. Did he tell you that as well as some of the other 
witnesses / 

Mrs. Goupen. Yes. Everyone should try and get a lawyer. If 
they can’t get their own, go to the Lawyer Referral Service. 

Mr. Scuerer. Go to the Lawyer Referral Service ? 

Mrs. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Scuerer. And that statement was made at the meeting in Mr. 
Schlesinger’s office on Saturday # 

Mrs. Gotpen. Yes, sir. 

Mr Scuerer. Was anything further said as to what a person should 
do if he could not get a lawyer from the Lawyer Referral Service / 

Mrs. Gotpen. See Hymen before the hearings this morning at 10 
o'clock. 

Mr. Scuerer. See who before the hearings / 

Mrs. Goupen. Schlesinger. He said, “See me this morning before 
the hearings. Don’t go in without a lawyer.” 

Mr. Scuerer. Was that conversation addressed to all of the people 
present ¢ 

Mrs. Goutpen. Yes, sir. It was told to me as I was leaving the 
meeting at 4:30. “Make sure you have a lawyer.” And then I was 
told to contact Esther Steinberg to let her know whether I had got 
my own attorney, and as late as last night I called about 10 o'clock, 
and I talked to Alex Steinberg, and I told him that I’d gotten 

Mr. Scuerer. That is all. You may be seated. Fine. 


TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH RUDIAK—Resumed 


Mr. Scurrer. Mr. Rudiak, you heard the testimony of these two wit- 
nesses. Is there anything about their testimony that is untrue / 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Rupiak. I am invoking the right to counsel, the sixth amend- 
nent, and the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Scuerer. You are invoking what? Is the sixth amendment— 
is that the only amendment that you invoke ¢ 

Mr. Rupiak. And the fifth. 

Mr. Scuerer. And the fifth. 

You would not say that any part of the testimony of these people 
whom you refer to as informers is untrue then, would you / 

Mr. Ruptak. TI am invoking the first and fifth amendments to the 
Bill of Rights. 

Mr. Scuerer. The fact is, Mr. Rudiak, you are the one who as 
president of the Independent Voters League called the meeting in 
Schlesinger’s office, are you not ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Roepiak. [ am invoking the sixth amendment, right to counsel, 
and the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Scuerer. I have no further questions of this witness. 

Mr. Wiis. The witness is excused. 

Mr. Arens. The next witness, if you please, Mr. Chairman, will 
be Viola Schmidt. 

Kindly come forward and please remain standing while the chair- 
administers an oath. 

Mr. Wiuuis. Kindly raise your right hand. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give 
will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God? 

Miss Scumipr. I do, and T do object to being televised. 

Mr. Wits. Yes. 
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Miss Scumipr. And I also protest, Mr. Chairman, I think they are 
taking undue advantage of a woman. 

Mr. Wituis. Put out the television lights please. 

Miss Scumipr. I mean it, too. 

Mr. Wixuis. Respect that rule please. 


TESTIMONY OF VIOLA SCHMIDT, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
HYMEN SCHLESINGER 


Mr. Arens. Kindly identify yourself by name, residence, and 
occupation, 

Miss Scuipr. My name is Viola Schmidt, as you know. 

Mr. Screrer. Raise your voice. We cannot hear you. 

Miss Scumipr. My name is Viola Schmidt. My address is 3454 
Ward Street. 

Mr. Arens. And your occupation, please ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Miss Scumipr. (rentlemen, I must stand on my rights. 

Mr. Pardon 

Miss Scumipr. Can you hear me now? Would this help any? 

Mr. Screrer. We cannot hear way up here. 

Miss Scumipr. My voice isn’t very large. I know it. 

Mr. Scuerer. I think if you get close to the mike we can. 

Miss Scumipr. I must stand on my rights. The first and fifth 
amendments to the Constitution in refusing to answer that question 
because that could possibly do me harm. 

Mr. Arens. Do you feel you could be prosecuted criminally if you 
told this committee what your occupation is? 

Miss Scumipr. Gentlemen, it might possibly be a link in the chain 
which might jeopardize me and I must stand on these rights. 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today in response to a subpena which 
was served upon you by this committee ? 

Miss Scumipr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. And you are represented by counsel / 

Miss Scumipr. I am. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, please identify yourself on this record. 

Mr. Scuuestncer. My name is Hymen Schlesinger, of Pitts- 
burgh, Pa. 

Mr. Arens. And, Counsel, you represented the two previous wit- 
nesses, I believe? We failed to get that on the record, 

Mr. Scutestncer. Yes, that is true. 

Mr. Arens. Now, ma’am tell us where you were born. 

Miss Scumipr. I was born in Pittsburgh. 

Mr. Arens. When? 

Miss Scumipr. August 22, 1921. 

Mr. Arens. Give us a word about your education. 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Miss Scumipr. Gentlemen, again I must claim my rights under the 
first and fifth amendments to the Constitution of the United States in 
refusing to answer that question because it could possibly be a link 
inachain which might possibly injure me. 

Mr. Arens. Did you attend high school ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 
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Miss Scumipr. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Where? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Miss Scumipr. Fifth Avenue High School. 

Mr, Arrns. When did you graduate, if you did graduate? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Miss Scumipr. I have no objection to answering that question. 
Ilowever, I am a little hazy about the year in which I graduated. 

Mr. Arens. Your best recollection. 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Miss Scumipr. I would say approximately 1939, 1940, 1941. 

Mr. Arens. Did that complete your formal] education / 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Miss Scumipr. I had 4 years of university training. 

Mr. Arens. Where? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Miss Scumipr. Duquesne University. 

Mr. Arens. Did you graduate? 

Miss Scumipr. When? That was, I believe, 1945. 

Mr. Arens. In what course did you receive your degree / 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Miss Scumipr. Field of education. 

Mr. Arens. Did that complete your formal education / 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Miss Scumipr. I took further courses toward a master’s degree. 

Mr. Arens. Where, please ? 

Miss Scumipr. Duquesne. 

Mr. Arens. Did that then complete your formal education ? 

Miss Scumipr. Well 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Miss Scumipr. Well, if by that you mean public schools. 

Mr. Arens. Non-Communist we will stipulate for the moment. 

Miss Scumipr. Education, then the answer would be “Yes.” 

Mr. Arens. That completed your formal education. Now, tell us 
what other training you have had besides the training that you have 
just described on this record. 

(The witness conferred with her counsel. ) 

Miss Scumipr. I must claim my rights under the first and fifth 
amendments. 

Mrs. Arens. Have you received training by the Communist con- 
spiracy in the Pittsburgh area? 

Miss Scumipr. First and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Were you a Communist while you were in attendance 
at Duquesne University ? 

Miss Scumipt. First and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now, at this moment, a Communist ? 

Miss Scumipr. First and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know a lady by the name of Mary Golden? 

Miss Scumipr. First and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Mary Golden testified that while she was a member of 
the Communist Party she knew you as a member of the Communist 
Party. Was she truthful in that identification ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 
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Miss Scumipr. First and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Are you Miss or Mrs. Schmidt? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Miss Scumipr. That surely can’t incriminate me. I am Miss. 

Mr. Arens. It is the information of this committee that you have 
been exceedingly active in promoting Communist programs and com- 
munism among youth groups in the Pittsburgh area. Would you now 
while you are under oath tell this committee whether or not you have 
been instrumental in promoting communism among the youth of this 
area ? 

Miss Scumipr. First and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. What groups did you belong to when you were in at- 
tendance at Duquesne University ? 

Miss Scrompr. First and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now 2 member of the conspiratorial organiza- 
tion dedicated to the overthrow of the Constitution of the United 
States and the Government of the United States by force and violence ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Miss Scnmipr. First and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Did you attend any meeting with other comrades in 
the course of the last 10 days in anticipation of your appearance here 
today ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Miss Scumipr. I believe this question is in violation of my rights 
of not only the first and fifth amendments, but the sixth amendment 
which entitled everyone 

Mr. Arens. No; we will never concede it is in violation of any right. 
It is only a question we have a right to ask, and if you feel honestly 
that a truthful answer to that question might tend to give information 
which could be used against you in a criminal proceeding you have a 
privilege under the Constitution to decline to answer that question. 

Miss Scumipr. This also violates my right to counsel. 

Mr. Arens. Just so the record is clear. I am making an assertion it 
does not violate any rights. Jt is only an assertion by yourself that 
it violates a right. Kindly tell this committee your response to the 
principal question which is outstanding. 

Miss Scumipr. I am sorry. I didn’t get your question. 

Mr. Arens. The question is, Have you, since you were subpenaed 
by this committee, been in session with persons known by you to be 
members of the Communist Party for the purpose of devising your 
strategy and tactics in your appearances before this committee today # 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Miss Scuampr. First and fifth amendments and also the sixth 
amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been known by any name other than the 
name Viola Schmidt ? 

Miss Scuipr. First and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. I respectfully suggest, Mr. Chairman, that will con- 
clude the staff interrogation of this witness. 

Mr. Wits. The witness is excused. 

Mr. Arens. The next witness, if you please, Mr. Chairman, will 
be Nathan Albert. 

Kindly come forward, 
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Mr. Witus. Please raise your right hand. 
Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be 

the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 
Mr. Axserr. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF NATHAN ALBERT, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
HARRY CAPLAN 


Mr. Arens. Please identify yourself by name, residence, and oc- 
cupation. 

Mr. Avserr. My name is Nathan Albert. I live at 5121 Centre 
Avenue, Pittsburgh. Relation to the third part of that question, I 
claim the privilege of the first and fifth amendment. 

Mr. Carian. Counsel would like to make a statement, please. 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today, Mr. Albert, in response to a 
subpena which has been served on you by this committee ? 

Mr. Arserr. It is true, and I have counsel here with the help of 
the Pittsburgh Bar Association, who is sitting beside me, who says 
he wishes to make a statement. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, will you kindly identify yourself on this 
record ¢ 

Mr. Carian, Gentlemen, I have just been here about 10 or 15 min- 
utes. 1 am one of the attorneys here because of the referral service 
that is provided by the Allegheny County Bar Association. And asa 
servant of the court and as a member of that organization, I acceded 
to their insistent request that 1 be here as counsel for one of the gentle- 
men. I might say at that time—— 

Mr. Wiuus. That is perfectly proper. 

Mr. Carian. I am just making that statement just as a matter of 
record for whoever it may be. 

Mr. Wiis. We appreciate your remark. You have not identified 
yourself. 

Mr. Cartan. My name is Harry Caplan. My address is 1308 
Law and Finance Building here in Pittsburgh. 

Mr. Arens. Where and when were you born, Mr. Albert? 

Mr. Aubert. I was born in Pittsburgh in 1910. 

Mr. Arens. And give us a word about your education. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Auserr. In relation to that question, 1 wish to claim the privi- 
lege of the first and fifth amendments, since there may be links that 
may lead to criminal proceedings. 

Mr. Arens. Did you attend high school ? 

Mr. Aubert. I claim the first and fifth in relation to that question 
also, on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Did you attend college? 

Mr. Avperr. I claim the same grounds on that question. 

Mr. Arens. Did you attend Communist Party training schools, un- 
derground training schools ¢ 

Mr. Avperr. I will claim the privileges of the first and fifth amend- 
ments to that question. 

Mr. Arens. How long have you been employed at your present 
place of employment ¢ 
(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 
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Mr. Arzerr. I will use the first and fifth amendments on that. ques- 
tion. 

Mr. Arens. Are you employed at the Montefiore Hospital here in 
the Pittsburgh area ? 

Mr. Cartan. Is the question “you are” or “you were” ? 

Mr. Arens. Are you? 

Mr. Apert. I refuse to answer that question on the basis of the first 
and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Scuerer. Mr. Chairman, I am going to ask you to direct the 
witness to answer that question because I cannot possibly see how an- 
swering that question could be incriminating, as to whether he is em- 
ployed at a hospital here. How could that in any way incriminate 
him? Task you to direct the witness. 

Mr. Atnerr. I feel there may be a link. 

Mr. Carian. Just a minute. Is there something from the Chair? 

Mr. Wits. I will have to direct him to answer because this is 
testing his good faith in the proper invocation. Now, if he has a 
reason to invoke which does not. appear on its face he may so state, 
and I understand he was about to do so. 

Mr. Carian. Just a moment. He did invoke the first and fifth 
amendments, 

Mr. Wiis. On its face. On its face that is not a proper invoca- 
tion unless he has feared that to reveal his employment would tend 
to incriminate him or subject him to criminal prosecution. 

Mr. Cartan. Would you please repeat the question ? 

Mr. Arens. The question was a direction from the chairman to 
answer the question as to whether or not he is employed in a hospital 
here in the Pittsburgh area. 

Mr. A pert. I believe you mentioned the name Montefiore 
Hospital? 

Mr. Arens. Yes. 

Mr. Atrerr. My memory is very good. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Apert. I fear that it may. 

Mr. Carian. Just a minute. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Atnerr. Well, I am not now working. T am unemployed, so 
Tam not working at the Montefiore Hospital. 

Mr. Arens. When were you last working there? 

Mr. Avserr. About a few weeks ago. 

Mr. Arens. How long did you work there? 

Mr. Apert. Less than a year. 

Mr. Arens. What was your employment immediately prior to your 
employment at the hospital ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Arperr. On the basis that this may lead to incriminate me I 
therefore plead the first and the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. What was your employment activity at the hospital? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Painting. 

Mr. Arens. Have you been engaged in any occupation since you 
completed your formal education up to and including the time that 
you began your employment at the hospital concerning which you 
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can tell this committee without revealing information that might be 
used against you in a criminal proceeding? 

Mr. Atserr. In relation to that question I must plead the first 
and the fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been convicted of a criminal offense? 

Mr. Auserr. In relation to that question I must plead the 

Mr. Arens. Were you convicted in 1948 and later served 18 months 
inthe Allegheny County Workhouse ? 

Mr. Avserr. I must plead the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest the witness be 
ordered and directed to answer that question. He has been convicted 
and has served his time. I can conceive of no possible basis upon 
which an answer to the question as to whether or not he has been 
convicted, reflected in a court record, could possibly incriminate him. 

Mr. Cartan. May I make a statement, please? I am in a most 
peculiar position. May I say something, please? 

Mr. Wiiuts. I am afraid not. 

_ Carian. Before the Chair, and may I answer that comment, 
ease: 

Mr. Arens. Your sole and exclusive prerogative is to advise your 
client, and abide by the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. Cartan. I will abide by the Chair. I would like to make a 
statement. 

Mr. Arens. Your sole and exclusive prerogative is to advise your 
client. 

Mr. Wituis. You should only advise your client. 

Mr. Capitan. Excuse me. 

Mr. Wits. Has he invoked his privilege? 

Mr. Capitan. Yes, he did. 

Mr. Wits. I think perhaps he will be directed, that the Chair 
will unless counsel presses it awfully hard. 

Mr. Capitan. I am not trying to press. Gentlemen, please under- 
stand. 

Do I understand—just a moment, please. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, we are going on to another question. 

Mr. Wiiuts. I am not directing him to say any more. I am com- 
pletely satisfied with that. 

Mrs. Arens. Have you been active in the Committee To End Sedi- 
tion Laws? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Apert. I invoke the first and fifth amendent. 

Mr. Scurrer. What was the question. I did not hear the last ques- 
tion, Counsel. 

Mr. Arens. Have you been active in the Committee To End Sedi- 
tion Laws? 

Mr. Wits. Would you kindly give us an answer to the question, 
please, sir? 

Mr. Arperr. I answered that with invoking the first and fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been known by any name other than the 
name Nathan Albert? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Axsert. I invoke the first and fifth amendments. 
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Mr. Arens. Do you know a Mr. and Mrs. Hamp Golden? 

Mr. Apert. IT invoke the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Axrens. They identified you this morning as a person known 
by them to a certainty to be a member of the Communist Party. Were 
they in error in their identification or were they accurate and truthful ? 

Mr. Apert. I invoke the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. I hand you now an article from the Worker, Sunday, 
June 29, 1952, entitled “To Welcome Nate Albert Home.” A welcome- 
home party for Nate Albert being given by the Civil Rights Congress 
at the Jewish Cultural Center, 6328 Forbes. It tells about Albert being 
released from his imprisonment and his sentence for inciting a riot. 
It quotes Nathan Albert about how happy he is to learn what all has 
been accomplished and the like. Would you kindly look at this photo- 
static reproduction of the Communist Worker, with reference to this 
celebration welcoming you home from your imprisonment and tell this 
committee while you are under oath whether or not the statements 
attributed to you there, the contents of the article are substantially true 
and correct. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Apert. I will invoke the first and fifth amendments to this 
question. 

Mr. Arens. Were you a member of the Communist Party at the 
time you were convicted of inciting to riot? 

Mr. Apert. I invoke the first amendment and the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that the docu- 
ment which has been displayed to the witness be appropriately marked 
and incorporated by reference in this record. 

Mr. Wiis. It is so ordered. 

(Document marked “Albert: Exhibit No. 1” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Arens. We want to show you a photostatic reproduction of 
an article appearing in the September 13, 1949, Daily Worker, a letter 
to Ben Gold signed, “Nathan Albert,” which states— 

The trial of the 12 is a trial against every American who loves freedom and 
democracy and hates fascism and its instigators. 

It tells all about what is being done to fight the trial of the 12 Com- 
munist leaders and according to the author there is enclosed a check 
apparently for that purpose. 

Kindly look at this document, which is being handed to you, and 
tell this committee whether or not that is a true and correct repro- 
duction of a letter sent by vourself on behalf of the 12 Communist 
traitors who were being tried then in Foley Square. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Arnert. I invoke the first and the fifth amendments on that 
question. 

Mr. Arens. I respectfully suggest, Mr. Chairman, that this docu- 
ment be appropriately marked and incorporated by reference in 
this record. 

Mr. Wiis. Let it be so marked and incorporated. 

(Document marked “Albert Exhibit No. 2” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 
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Mr. Arens. Now I should like to hand you, if you please, sir, a 

»yhotostatic reproduction of another article appearing in the Daily 

Worker. January 7, 1946, entitled, “Pittsburgh CP To Honor Vets,” 
which states: 

A tribute to Communist servicemen killed in the war and to 50 Communist 
veterans now returned will be hela in Pittsburgh, January 20, by the Communist 
organization there. 

It tells about the number of Communist veterans to be honored, in- 
cluding, according to this article, Nathan Albert, active in the strug- 
gles of the electrical workers. 

Kindly look at this article that is being handed to you and tell this 
committee while you are under oath were the facts represented in this 
article true and correct to your certain knowledge / 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Avperr. I invoke the first and the fifth amendment to that 
question. 

Mr. Arens. I respectfully suggest, Mr. Chairman, this document 
be appropriately marked and incorporated by reference in this record. 

Mr. Winus. Let it be so marked and incorporated. 

(Document marked “Albert Exhibit No. 3” and retained in com- 
inittee files.) 

Mr. Anrens. Now I display to you a photostatie reproduction of a 
letter received by a former chairman of the Committee on Un- 
American Activities in Washington, D.C., protesting certain investi- 
gations by this committee as being un-Constitutional and unwar- 
ranted, beyond the constitutional scope of the committee and the like. 
Signed, “Nathan Albert, 6308 Forward Avenue, Pittsburgh 17, Pa.” 
Kindly look at that document being displayed to you now and tell 
this committee while you are under oath whether that is a true and 
correct reproduction of a letter sent by vou to a former chairman of 
this committee. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Apert. I invoke the first and the fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Were you a member of the Communist conspiracy when 
you sent that letter to Washington, D.C. 

Mr. Auserr. Mr. Chairman, I invoke the first and the fifth amend- 
nents. 

(Document marked “Albert Exhibit No, 4” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Arens. Are you now, this very instant, a member of an or- 
ganization dedicated to the overthrow of the Government of the 
United States by force and violence ¢ 

Mr. Aveerr. Mr. Chairman, I invoke the first and the fifth amend- 
ments. 

Mr. Anens. I have one more question, Mr. Chairman. 

I hand you a document entitled, “Unions Are Their Target,” issued 
by the Independent Voters League, Joseph Rudiak, president, Alex- 
ander Staber, secretary. Kindly look at that document already iden- 
tified on this record (Golden Exhibit No. 1) and tell the committee 
whether you were instrumental in the dissemination of that article in 
the Pittsburgh aren in the course of the last several days. 

Mr. Aunert. Mr. Chairman, I invoke the first and the fifth amend- 
ment, 
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Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will con- 
clude the staff interrogation of this witness. 

Mr. Wiis. The Chair wishes to thank Mr. Caplan for his appear- 
ance here and the local bar for providing this service. 

Mr. Carian. Thank you very much. I didn’t realize that under 
the powers of your committee, counsel cannot make any statement or 
question. 1 didn’t realize that. 

(Witness excused.) 

(Mr. Scherer left the room.) 

Mr. Arens. The next witness, if you please, Mr. Chairman, will be 
Miriam Schultz. 

Kindly come forward. 

Mr. Scuuestncer. Mr, Chairman, the lights hurt her eyes. 

Mr. Wuuis. Turn off the lights. Kindly raise the right hand. 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and alae the truth, so help you God? 

Mrs. Scuvtrtz. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF MIRIAM SCHULTZ, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
HYMEN SCHLESINGER 


Mr. Arens. Please identify yourself by name, residence, and oceu- 
pation. 

Mrs. Scuuutrz. My name is Miriam Schultz. I live at 2715 Murray 
Avenue, and I am a housewife. 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today, Mrs. Schultz, in response to 
a subpena served upon you by this committee? 

Mrs. Scuvttz. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. You are represented by counsel ? 

Mrs. Scuutrz. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, kindly identify yourself on this record. 

Mr. Scutesincer. My name is Hymen Schlesinger and my address 
is the Renshaw Building, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

Mr. Arens. Please give us a word about your education, Mrs. 
Schultz. 

Mrs. Scuvuurz. I was educated in the public schools of Pittsburgh. 

Mr. Arens. And did you go to college? 

Mrs. Scuuttz. No. 

Mr. Arens. Did that conclude your formal education, the public 
schools? 

Mrs. Scuutrz. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Did you receive any training other than the training 
you have received in public schools? 

Mrs. Scnurrz. I decline to answer that question on the grounds of 
the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Have you received training in Communist Party lead- 
ership training, underground training schools? ‘ 

Mrs. Scnutrz. First and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Have you been known by any name other than the name 
Miriam Schultz since you were married ? 

Mrs. Scuvtrz. First and fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Have you in the course of the last several years gone to 
see the Governor of this State, the then Governor of this State on be- 
half of certain causes in which vou were active ? 
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(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Scuutrz. Mr. Counsel, I decline to answer that on the grounds 
that the right of petition for redress of grievances is involved. There- 
fore, the first amendment. And the fifth amendment as well. 

Mr. Arens. We are not undertaking to preclude your right to go 
there. We want to interrogate you with respect to that and particu- 
larly within the jurisdiction of this committee to determine whether 
or not when you went, you went as an agent of an international Com- 
munist conspiracy or whether you went asa citizen. Now, we w ould 
like to show you a thermofax reproduction of an article appearing in 
the May 29, 1953, Communist Daily Worker, “20 Delegates Present 
Nelson’s Case in Pennsylvania Governor's Oflice,” which indicates 
that Miriam Schultz was spokesman of the Pittsburgh delegation. 
Kindly look at this document which is being handed to you and tell 
this committee whether or not that document truthfully and accu- 
rately reproduces the facts in respect to your visit to the office of the 
Governor as a spokesman for a group in the Pittsburgh area. 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Scuvrrz. Mr. Counsel, may I request that we have no pic- 
tures? I don’t know whether I did make that request or not. 

Mr. Arens. Yes, and the chairman ordered during your testimony 
there be no pictures. 

Mrs. Scuurrz. Thank you. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly answer the question ? 

Mrs. Scuutrz. On the grounds of the first amendment, as well as 
of the fifth, I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Arens. Did you tell the Governor and did you tell the State 
officials when you went there you were an agent of the Communist 
conspiracy to bring pressure on them or make representations to them ? 

Mrs. Scuuttz. On the grounds of the first and the fifth amendment 
I decline to answer the question. The right of petition for redress of 
grievances is here involved. 

(Document marked “Schultz Exhibit No. 1” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Are you or have you in the recent past been executive 
secretary of the Pittsburgh chapter of the Civil Rights Congress? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Scuurrz. Mr. Counsel, that question abrogates the rights of 
freedom of assembly. Therefore, I use the first amendment as well as 
the fifth. 

Mr. Arens. I respectfully now direct your attention to an article 
appearing in the April 12, 1953, Communist Daily Worker, “Win Bill 
of Rights Case at Homestead Steel Gates,” in which the following 


appears: 

“This is an important victory for free speech,” said Miriam Schultz, the execu- 
tive secretary of the Pittsburgh Chapter of the Civil Rights Congress, who led 
the leaflet group. 

This article is telling about a group passing out leaflets to some 
10,000 workers. 

Kindly look at the article which is being handed to you and tell 
this committee while you are under oath w yhether or not that quota- 
tion attributed to you is true and correct. 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 
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Mrs. Scuvutrz. Mr. Counsel, I believe with all my heart in the first 
amendment which guarantees the freedom of press. Therefore on 
the basis of the first amendment I decline to answer this as well as 
on the basis of the fifth. 

(Document marked “Schultz Exhibit No. 2” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Arens. Do you believe with all the intensity of your heart in the 
preservation of the Constitution of the United States? 

Mrs. Scuunrz. That has been—are you asking my opinion ? 

Mr. Arens. Yes. 

Mrs. Scuvutrz. This is my opinion. I have devoted my life to the 
preservation of the civil rights of all Americans regardless of their 
color, their skin, their race, ‘their knowledge, or their oy alties. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now a member of an association dedicated to 
the overthrow of the Government of the United States and to de- 
struction of the Government of the United States by force and 
violence ? 

Mrs. Scuuurz. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Now we have a letter from the readers to the Communist 
Daily Worker and this letter is signed Miriam Schultz, executive 
secretary of the Pittsburgh Civil Rights Congress. 

Kindly look at this letter which is now being handed to you and tell 
this committee while you are under oath whether it isa true and 
correct reproduction of the letter sent by you to the Communist Daily 
Worker. 

(The witness conferred with her counsel. ) 

Mrs. Scnuttrz. Oh, my goodness, yes. This involves the first 
amendment, the freedom of press, freedom of assembly and therefore 
I decline to answer both on that ground and on the grounds of the 
fifth amendment as well. 

(Document marked “Schultz Exhibit No. 3” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Arens. Have you in addition to your other activities been an 
author, a columnist ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Scuuttrz. That certainly infringes. That question is an in- 
fringement of the right of free expression, free publication, there- 
fore on the grounds of the first as well as on the fifth I decline to 
answer. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you now a thermofax reproduction of the 
Communist Daily Worker bearing a column, “Court Said ‘No Case, 
but Dolsen’s Bail is Doubled. By Miriam Schultz, Executive Secre- 
tary, Pittsburgh Civil Rights Congress.” 

Kindly look at that article being handed to you and tell this com- 
mittee under oath whether or not that is a true and correct reproduc- 
tion of an article appearing under your byline in the Communist 
Daily Worker? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel. ) 

(Mr. Scherer returned to the room. ) 

Mrs. Scuvurz. The question clearly infringes on the whole question 
of the right to bail, which is protected i in the eighth amendment, the 
question of the independence of the judiciary. “It cer tainly involves 
the question of freedom of press in the first amendment and on the 


| 

t 
a 
t 
i] 


CURRENT STRATEGY AND TACTICS OF COMMUNISTS 381 


basis of all those amendments, as well as of the fifth, I decline to 
answer. 

(Document marked “Schultz Exhibit No. 4” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that each and 
every one of these exhibits which has been displayed to the witness be 
appropriately marked and incorporated by reference in the record. 

Mr. Wiiuis. Let them be so marked and incorporated. 

Mr. Armns. Now, Mrs. Schultz, the Committee on Un-American 
Activities is undertaking to develop factual information respecting 
strategy and techniques of the conspiratorial operation in the United 
States designed to overthrow this Government by force and violence 
andestablish world communism. 

Do you presently have information respecting the machinations 
and operations of the Communist Party in the Pittsburgh area, cur- 
rent information ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel. ) 

Mrs. Scuuirz. Mr, Counsel, I would like to see this committee in- 
vestigate the White Citizens Councils, the Ku Klux Klan. 

Mr. Arens. I respectfully suggest the witness be directed to answer 
the question. 

Mrs. Scuvuurz. As to that specific question I invoke the fifth amend- 
ment as well as the first amendment. 

Mr. Arens. This morning Mrs. Mary Golden, who had been an un- 
dercover agent at the behest of the FBI in the Communist conspiracy 
in this area, at great sacrifice to herself, undertaking to get informa- 
tion to protect this country against conspirators, testified, under oath, 
that she knew you as a member of the Communist Party as a part of 
this atheistic, godless conspiracy which is threatening freedom every- 
where. We would like to give you an opportunity now, while you are 
under oath, to deny that testimony. Do you care to avail yourself 
of that opportunity / 

(The witness conferred with her counsel. ) 

Mrs. Scuutrz. First and fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will conclude 
the staff interrogation of this witness. 

Mr. Wituts. Witness excused, 

We do not have any extensive testimony but to relieve the reporter 
we will take a 5-minute break. 

(Subcommittee members present: Representatives Willis, Tuck, 
and Scherer. ) 

(Brief recess. ) 

(Subcommittee members present at the time of the reconvening of 
the subcommittee: Representatives Willis, Tuck, and Scherer.) 

Mr. Wixus. The subcommittee will come to order. 

Counsel, please call your next witness. 

Mr. Arens. Hyman Lumer, please come forward and remain stand- 
ing while the chairman administers an oath. 

Mr. Wituts. Please raise your right hand. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give 
will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 


you God? 


Mr. Lumer. I do. 
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TESTIMONY OF HYMAN LUMER, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
HYMEN SCHLESINGER 


Mr. Lumer. Mr. Chairman, may I in accordance with the rulings 
earlier today offer this motion for the committee’s consideration ? 

Mr. Wits. You may hand it to the staff member. 

Mr. Lumer. Mr. Chairman, there is a motion to quash my subpena 
on the grounds stated. 

Mr. Arens. Would you please remain standing while the chairman 
administers an oath. 

Mr. Lumer. I thought I had. I thought I had taken an oath. 

Mr. Wiis. Yes, I administered the oath. 

Mr. Arens. Have aseat, please, sir. 

Please identify yourself by name, residence, and occupation. 

Mr. Lumer. Name is Hyman Lumer. I live at 640 West 153d 
Street, New York City. 

With reference to my occupation, I will invoke my rights under the 
first and fifth amendments and decline to answer. 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today in response to a subpena 
which was served upon you by this committee? 

Mr. Lumer. Yes, it was served on me at the University of Pitts- 
burgh at a meeting. 

Mr. Arens. And you are represented by counsel ? 

Mr. Lumer. Yes, I am. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, please identify yourself on this record. 

Mr. Scutestncer. My name is Hymen Schlesinger. My office is at 
the Renshaw Building, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

Mr. Arens. Where did you say you were when you were served with 
this subpena ? 

Mr. Lumer. In the University of Pittsburgh. 

Mr. Arens. In what part of the University of Pittsburgh? 

Mr. Lumer. Student Union. 

Mr. Arens. When ? 

Mr. Lumer. Thursday, February 26. 

Mr. Arens. And in what building? 

Mr. Lumer. In the Student Union. 

Mr. Arens. And where in the building? 

Mr. Lumer. In the ballroom. 

Mr. Arens. Were you on the platform / 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Arens. Were you on the platform ? 

Mr. Lumer. One moment, please. 

May I ask whether these questions are directed to the actual 
service of the subpena ? 

Mr. Arens. Please answer the question. Where were you when 
you were served with the subpena to appear before this committee? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Arens. Would you please answer the question ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Lumer. Mr. Chairman, I have already stated that the subpena 
was served on me at the University of Pittsburgh in the ballroom and 
I believe that I have fully answered the question. 

Mr. Arens. Were you on the lecture platform when you were 
served with this subpena ? 
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(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Lumer. At this point I will invoke the first and fifth amend- 
ments and decline to answer. 

Mr. Scuerer. Wait a minute. I ask you to direct the witness to 
answer the question. How can it possibly incriminate him to say 
whether he was on the platform when he was served the subpena. 

= Wuus. I think that is a proper request. It opened up the 
subject. 

Mr. Lumer. If the question is simply in relation to the subpena, 
I do not recall whether I was actually on or off the platform. 

Mr. Arens. Were you on the lecture platform in full view of the 
student audience when you were subpenaed ? 

Mr. Lumer. The same answer. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Arens. Did you tell a representative of the American Civil 
Liberties Union that you were on the lecture platform in full view of 
the student audience when you were subpenaed to appear before this 
committee 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Lumer. I will decline to answer on the basis of the first and 
fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. What were you doing there at the University of Pitts- 
burgh when you were subpenaed to appear before this committee? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Lumer. I again decline to answer on the grounds of the first 
and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. The fact is you were not served on any lecture platform 
and not in view of any student body, is that not a fact? 

Mr. Lume_r. I will decline to answer that on the same ground. 

Mr. Scuerer. Let us get a direction to answer. I ask you to direct 
the witness to answer for the simple reason it cannot possibly inerimi- 
nate him. The second reason is he has already opened the door by his 
previous testimony. 

Mr. Lumrer. If the question is in reference to the service, I have 
already answered it to the best of my ability. 

Mr. Wiis. The question, irrespective of what it directs itself to, 
is developing the point that you, yourself, urged and opened up, and 
I direct you to answer the question. 

Mr. Lumer. I answered it previously by saying I didn’t know. 
That I did not recall, rather. 

Mr. Wiis. Is that your answer now, you do not recall? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Lumer. The question as to what the actual spot of service 
was, I said I do not recall. That is my answer. 

Mr. Scuerer. No, the next question, though, we are interested in 
is, did you tell a representative of the American Civil Liberties Union 
that you were served on the platform in open view of all the students 
present? That is the question. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Lumer. That is not the question that you were directing me 
to answer. It was a subsequent question. 

Mr. Scuerer. I will ask you the question then, again, Mr. Arens 
asked you— 

Mr. Lumer. Then I will answer it as I did before. I decline to 
answer on the basis of the first and fifth amendments. 
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Mr. Scuerer. I ask you to direct him to answer the question as to 
whether or not he told a representative of the American Civil Liber- 
ties Union that he was on the platform in view of the student body 
when he was served. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Wiis. You are directed to answer that question. 

Mr. Lumer. Please may I have a moment to talk to my attorney / 

Mr. Wituts. You may. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Lumer. The questions with regard to the service of the sub- 

ena I do not recall having had any conversation with anyone in the 

ivil Liberties Union in that respect. 

Mr. Arens. The fact is, however, that you were not served on any 
platform and you were not served in the presence of any student 
gathering; is that not correct ? 

Mr. Lumer. My answer was I did not recall whether I was served 
on the platform or not. 

Mr. Scuerer. You were served by a U.S. marshal, were you not ? 

Mr. Lumer. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. I asked you what you were doing there at the Univer- 
sity of Pittsburgh. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Lumer. I will decline to answer that on the basis of the first 
and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. According to the Pittsburgh Post-Gazette of February 
24, 1959, which I am going to display to you in a little while, you 
were invited out there to discuss various political ideas, and various 
political philosophies. Did you discuss political ideas or politica] 
philosophies with the students ? 

Mr. Lumer. I will decline to answer that also on the grounds of 
the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Is the Communist Party a political party or is it a 
conspiratorial organization 4 

Mr. Lumer. I will decline to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Did you tell the students when you lectured at the Uni- 
versity of Pittsburgh about your underground activities in the con- 
spiracy ? 

Mr. Lumer. Same answer. 

Mr. Arens. Did you tell the students that for a number of years 
you effaced all identification of yourself, changed your name, your 
identification, by every possible device and worked underground 
in this conspiracy to destroy this country? Did you tell them that’ 

Mr. Lumer. Same answer. 

Mr. Arens. Where had you been lecturing prior to the time that 
you were invited to discuss political ideas and political philosophies 
with these students at the university here? 

Mr. Lumer. Same answer. 

Mr. Arens. Had vou been on a lecture tour? 

Mr. Lumen. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Was it your purpose to portray to the students that the 
Communist operation in the United States was a political philosophy 
and ideology. or a part of an atheistic, Godless force of deceit and 
treachery and intrigue, designed to destroy freedom everywhere? 


| | 
i 


CURRENT STRATEGY AND TACTICS OF COMMUNISTS 385 


Mr. Lumen. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now, this instant, a member of the Communist 
conspiratorial force designed to destroy the Constitution of the 
United States and this country by force and violence ¢ 

Mr. Lumer. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Where were you born ¢ 

Mr. Lumer. Brooklyn, N.Y. 

Mr. Arens. A word about your education. 

Mr. Lumer. I decline to answer that on the grounds of the first and 
fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. You havea Ph. D. degree? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Lumer. I will decline to answer that on the basis of the first 
and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Was your appearance at the University of Pittsburgh 
caused to be arranged directly or indirectly by any person, other than 
yourself, known to be a member of the Communist conspiracy ¢ 

Mr. Lumer. I decline to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. I should like to display to you now an article that ap- 
peared in the Pittsburgh Post-Gazette of February 24, 1959, which 
reads— 

The national education secretary of the American Communist Party is sched- 
nled to speak Thursday to students of the University of Pittsburgh— 
and so forth on a program, according to this article, of various po- 
litical ideas and politica] philosophies. Kindly look at this article 
and tell this committee whether or not it gives a reasonably accurate 
summary of the facts with respect to your appearance before the 
student body at the University of Pittsburgh to discuss political ideas 
and political philosophy. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly answer the question ? 

Mr. Lumer. Just a moment. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Lumer. I decline to answer that on the grounds of the first and 
fifth amendments. 

(Document marked “Lumer Exhibit No. 1” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Was it your objective, as education secretary of the 
Communist Party, to go to the University of Pittsburgh for the pur- 
pose of giving respectability, attempted respectability to a conspiracy ? 

Mr. Lumen. I will decline to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Did you discuss with the youth at the University of 
Pittsburgh the Hungarian uprising in which the tanks of the con- 
spiracy mowed down innocent men and women like wheat? 

Mr. Lumer. I will decline to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Did you discuss with the students the slave labor camps 
in Soviet Russia ? 

Mr. Lumen. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Did you discuss with the students the criminal activi- 
ee of - conspiracy enmeshed in all segments of the society of this 
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Mr. Lumer. I decline to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Who invited you to attend the session and lecture at the 
university 

Mr. Lumer. I decline to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Where else do you intend to lecture to attempt to give 
respectability to a Godless, atheistic conspiracy ? 

Mr. Lumer. I will decline on the same grounds to answer that 
question. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever changed your name? 

Mr. Lumer. Decline to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever changed your physical appearance—— 

Mr. Lumer. Same answer. 

Mr. Arens. —for the purpose of concealing your identity ? 

Mr. Lumer. I will decline to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now education secretary of the Communist 
Party ? 

Mr. Lumer. I decline to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. How much of the Communist Party is now below 
ground ¢ 

Mr. Lumer. I decline that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. This Committee on Un-American Activities is pres- 
ently and has been for some time in the process of tediously, ardu- 
ously developing factual information by direction or indirection re- 
specting the manipulations and operations and techniques of this con- 
spirational force which is threatening freedom everywhere. Do you, 
sir, presently have information about the present techniques of these 
matters of deceit, as J. Edgar Hoover calls them, which are penetrat- 
ing various segments of our society, that you can give a committee 
of the U.S. Congress so that it can take this information back to Wash- 
ington and legislate to protect freedom in this country against con- 
spirators? Do you have such information presently ? 

Mr. Lumer. Decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will con- 
clude the staff interrogation of this witness. 

Mr. Scuerer. Are you related in any way to Wilfred Lumer? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Leumer. I will decline to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Scuerer. Do you know Wilfred Lumer? 

Mr. Lumer. I will decline to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Scuerer. Do you have a brother? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Lumer. I will decline on the same grounds to answer that. 

Mr. Scuerer. I have no further questions. 

Mr. Wits. The witness is excused. 

Mr. Arens. The final witness for today, if you please, Mr. Chair- 
man, Edmund J. Lange. 

Kindly come forward, remain standing while the chairman admin- 
isters an oath. 

Mr. Wiuis. Please raise your right hand. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give will 
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God ? 

Mr. Lanear. I do. 
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Mr. Arens. Have a seat, please. 

Mr. Laner. Will you please put the light out? I can’t see. It 
hurts my eyes. I want no pictures. 

Mr. Wiruts. Put out the light. 


TESTIMONY OF EDMUND J. LANGE, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
HYMEN SCHLESINGER 


Mr. Arens. Kindly identify yourself, sir, by name, residence, and 
occupation. 

Mr. Lancer. Edmund Lange, 1317 James Street, Pittsburgh, Zone 12. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly complete your answer to the ques- 
tion ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Arens. Your occupation, please, sir? 

Mr. Laner. I feel that my occupation will incriminate me so I use 
the first and the fifth amendments of the Constitution of the United 
States. 

Mr. Scuerer. Where is this witness employed? Do you know, Mr. 
Investigator ? 

Mr. Arens. The information we have is that he is presently em- 
ployed at the Allegheny General Hospital. Is that correct, Mr. 
Lange? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Scnerer. He said that he feels answering the question as to 
his employment might incriminate him. I just want to show how 
silly that is. 

Mr. Lanar. I am sorry that has been disclosed, but that is correct. 

Mr. Arens. How could the disclosure of where you are presently 
employed incriminate you ? 

Mr. Lancer. Make mea link in the chain, Your Honor. 

Mr. Arens. How long have you been employed at the Allegheny 
General Hospital ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Lance. Two and a half years. 

Mr. Arens. What was your employment immediately prior to your 
present employment ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Lanor. I decline to answer on the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. What has been your occupation at the Allegheny 
General Hospital ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Lanor. Orderly. 

Mr. Arens. Where were you born ? 

Mr. Lanor. Etna, Pa. 

Mr. Arens. When? 

Mr. Laner. 1910. 

Mr. Arens. Where did you go to high school ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Laneer. I didn’t go to high school. 

Mr. Arens. Tell us the education and training you have had. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
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Mr. Lance. I decline to answer on the first and fifth amendments. 
Mr. Arens. Have you attended Communist Party training schools? 
Mr. Lanee. I decline to answer on the first and fifth. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know a man by the name of Hamp Golden? 

Mr. Lange. I decline to answer on the first and fifth. 

Mr. Arens. This morning Mr. Golden testified that while he was 
a member of the Communist Party serving his Government to get 
information on this conspiratorial menace he knew you as a Com- 
munist and that you were currently responsible for receiving and 
delivering to people here in the Pittsburgh area certain Communist 
Party literature, including the Sunday Worker, Masses and Main- 
stream, and other propaganda of the conspiracy. Was Mr. Golden 
truthful in his statements in that regard or was he in error? 

Mr. Lancer. First and fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Golden said he knew you as a Communist. Are 
you now a member of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Laner. First and fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been to Washington, D.C. ? 

Mr. Lance. First and fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest the witness be 
ordered and directed to answer that question. There are a lot of 
people in Washington, D.C., who are not Communists. 

Mr. Wits. What was the question 

Mr. Arens. I asked him if he had ever been to Washington, D.C., 
and he invoked the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Lance. There might be a link in the chain, Your Honor. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been in the military, in the Army? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been in the Army? Please answer the 
question. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Witurs. Or in any branch of the service. 

Mr. Lance. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever used your U.S. Army uniform for 
Communist Party purposes or objectives / 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Lancer. First and fifth amendment. 

Mr, Arens. Did you use your U.S. Army uniform in Washington, 
D.C., on a Communist Party mission ? 

Mr. Lanor. First and fifth amendment. 

Mr. Screrer. You mean after he was discharged from the Army ? 

Mr. Arens. When were you discharged from the Army? That will 
help us. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Laner. I decline to answer on the first and the fifth. 

Mr. Arens. Were you a Communist while you were in the Army ? 

Mr. Lancer. May bea link in the chain, Your Honor. 

Mr. Scurrer. I ask you to direct the witness to answer the question 
when he was discharged from the Army. He said he was in the poe: 
How can it incriminate him as to when he was discharged? Itisapu 
lic record. We can get it. Md: 

Mr. Wiis. You are directed to answer that question. It is a simple 
question and it might turn out for your benefit, T do not know, 
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Mr. Lance. Repeat the answer, please. Repeat the question. 

Mr. Wiuxts. When were you discharged from the Army ? 

Mr. Lanoe. 1943. 

Mr. Arens. Did you thereafter use your U.S. Army uniform for 
Communist objectives ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Lanee. First and fifth. 

Mr. Arens. Do you presently distribute Communist Party litera- 
ture, propaganda and material in the Pittsburgh area? 

Mr. Lance. First and the fifth. 

Mr. Arens. I put it to you as a fact, sir, and ask you to affirm or 
deny the fact that you are now one of the principal disseminators of 
Communist Party literature and propaganda in the Pittsburgh area. 
If that is not so, deny it while you are under oath. 

Mr. Lance. Freedom of speech and press, assembly, and the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Arens. I respectfully suggest, Mr. Chairman, that will con- 
clude the staff interrogation of this witness. 

Mr. Wuu1s. The committee will stand in recess until 10 o’clock 
tomorrow morning. 

(Whereupon, at 4:57 p.m., Tuesday, March 10, the subcommittee 
recessed to reconvene at 10 a.m., Wednesday, March 11, 1959.) 

(Subcommittee members present at the time of the recess, Repre- 
sentatives Wills, Tuck, and Scherer. ) 
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Pusiic Law 601, 79rH ConGress 


The legislation under which the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities operates is Public Law 601, 79th Congress [1946], chapter 
753, 2d session, which provides: 


Re it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, * * * 


PART 2—RULES OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Rute X 


SEC, 121, STANDING COMMITTEES 


* * * * + * + 
18. Committee on Un-American Activities, to consist of nine Members. 


Rute XI 


POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES 
* * * * © 

(q) (1) Committee on Un-American Activities. 

(A) Un-American activities. 

(2) The Committee on Un-American Activities, as a whole or by subcommit- 
tee, is authorized to make from time to time investigations of (i) the extent, 
character, and objects of un-American propaganda activities in the United States, 
(ii) the diffusion within the United States of subversive and un-American propa- 
ganda that is instigated from foreign countries or of a domestic origin and attacks 
the principle of the form of government as guaranteed by our Constitution, and 
(iii) all other questions in relation thereto that would aid Congress in any necessary 
remedial legislation. 

The Committee on Un-American Activities shall report to the House (or to the 
Clerk of the House if the House is not in session) the results of any such investi- 
gation, together with such recommendations as it deems advisable. 

For the purpose of any such investigation, the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit and act at such 
times and places within the United States, whether or not the House is sitting, 
has recessed, or has adjourned, to hold such hearings, to require the attendance 
of such witnesses and the production of such books, papers, and documents, and 
to take such testimony, as it deems necessary. Subpenas may be issued under 
the signature of the chairman of the committee or any subcommittee, or by any 
member designated by any such chairman, and may be served by any person 
designated by any such chairman or member. 


Route XII 
LEGISLATIVE OVERSIGHT BY STANDING COMMITTEES 


Src. 136. To assist the Congress in appraising the administration of the laws 
and in developing such amendments or related legislation as it may deem neces- 
sary, each standing committee of the Senate and the House of Representatives 
shall exercise continuous watchfulness of the execution by the administrative 
agencies concerned of any laws, the subject matter of which is within the jurisdic- 
tion of such committee; and, for that purpose, shall study all pertinent reports 
and data submitted to the Congress by the agencies in the executive branch of 
the Government. 

Vv 


RULES ADOPTED BY THE 86TH CONGRESS 


House Resolution 7, January 7, 1959 
* 


X 
STANDING COMMITTEES 


1. There shall be elected by the House, at the commencement of each Con- 
gress, 
* * * * * * * 
(q) Committee on Un-American Activities, to consist of nine Members. 
* * * * * * * 


Rute XI 
POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES 


* * * * * 

18. Committee on Un-American Activities. 

(a) Un-American activities. 

(b) The Committee on Un-American Activities, as a whole or by subcommittee, 
is authorized to make from time to time investigations of (1) the extent, char- 
acter, and objects of un-American propegands activities in the United States, 
(2) the diffusion within the United States of subversive and un-American prop- 


aganda that is instigated from foreign countries or of a domestic origin and 
attacks the principle of the form of government as guaranteed by our Constitu- 
tion, and (3) all other questions in relation thereto that would aid Congress 


in any necessary remedial legislation. 

The Committee on Un-American Activities shall report to the House (or to the 
Clerk of the House if the House is not in session) the results of any such investi- 
gation, together with such recommendations as it deems advisable. 

For the purpose of any such investigation, the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit and act at such times 
and places within the United States, whether or not the House is sitting, has 
recessed, or has adjourned, to hold such hearings, to require the attendance 
of such witnesses and the production of such books, papers, and documents, and 
to take such testimony, as it deems necessary. Subpenas may be issued under 
the signature of the chairman of the committee or any subcommittee, or by any 
member designated by any such chairman, and may be served by any person 
designated by any such chairman or member. 

* * * * * * * 


26. To assist the House in appraising the administration of the laws and in 
developing such amendments or related legislation as it may deem necessary, 
each standing committee of the House shall exercise continuous watchfulness 
of the execution by the administrative agencies concerned of any laws, the subject 
matter of which is within the jurisdiction of such committee; and, for that 
purpose, shall study all pertinent reports and data submitted to the House by 
the agencies in the executive branch of the Government. 
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SYNOPSIS 


Propiems or Security In INpustriaAL EsTaBLisHMENTS HoLpINeG 
Derense ContTRACTS 


(Greater PirrssurcH Area—Parr 2) 


Problems of security in industrial establishments holding defense 
contracts was one of the three phases of public hearings held in Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., March 10, 11, and 12, 1959." 

r. A. Tyler Port, Director of the Office of Security Policy, Office 
of the Assistant Secretary of Defense for Manpower, Personnel and 
Reserve, accompanied by Mr. Robert Applegate of the same office, 
and by Mr. Robert T. Andrews, of the Office of the General Counsel, 
Office of the Secretary of Defense, testified that : 


United States industry is a prime target of the Communist 
movement in the United States. It is a primary concern to 
the Communist movement that it obtain from American in- 
dustry information concerning the defense structure of the 
United States, particular] warn reference to modern weapons 
of war. To this extent, the Communist Party has been con- 
sistently interested in penetrating defense industries where 
classified work is being performed and also basic industries, 
which, while not engaged in classified work, may be in sup- 
port of industries performing modern weapons’ manufacture. 


Continuing, Mr. Port testified that, under existing law and pro- 
cedures, Defense Department contracts do not preclude employment 
of Communists within a defense ne or from working on material 
that may eventually become part of a hightly classified weapon, pro- 
vided they do not have access to classified information. 

Mr. Port testified further that, under existing law, the Defense 
Department is not impowered to preclude Communists from support- 
ing defense facilities such as powerplants and communications facili- 
tles. 

Mr. Port warned that: 


The potential for bringing defense production to a halt 
by sabotage of power facilities is enormous and the reper- 
cussions would be, I think, disastrous because if the power it- 
self is cut off, defense plants cannot produce, and we would 
thus be denying ourselves the weapons which are so essential 
to our national defense effort. 


1 For the other two phases of the beasts see “Current Strategy and Tactics of Com- 
munists in the United States (Greater Pittsburgh Area—Part 1),’’ March 10, 1959, and 
“Problems Arising in Cases of Denaturalization and Deportation of Communists (Greater 
Pittsburgh Area—Part 3),’’ March 12, 1959. 

391 


392 PROBLEMS OF SECURITY 


He stated that there are five prime contractors in the Pittsburgh 
area having contracts with the Gientanes of Defense in plants in 
which the United Electrical, Radio and Machine Workers of America 
have bargaining rights. Mr. Port also asserted that a Communist- 
dominated and controlled labor organization holding such bargaining 
rights for workers within defense facilities could serve the cause of 
international communism by calling strikes, collecting dues from 
members of the union to provide financial help to the Communist 
operation, and engaging in propaganda activities. 

In April 1955, Secretary of the Army Wilber Brucker, who was 
then Counsel to the Department of Defense, appeared before the 
Internal Security Subcommittee of the Senate and expressed grave 
concern over the fact that the tie lines and lease lines carrying wire- 
less messages out of the Pentagon were serviced by the American 
Communications Association, a Communist-controlled labor organ- 
ization. Excerpts from Governor Brucker’s testimony were read to 
Mr. Port in the instant hearings, including the following: 


Mr. Brucker. Yet I appear before you today with a know]- 
edge that there are known subversives now working in vital 
defense facilities without there being adequate authority in 
the Federal Government to meet this potential threat to our 
productive capacity and therefore to our military effective- 
ness. 

* * * 1 * 


This authority does not extend, however, to the removal 
of potential dangerous individuals from facilities where un- 
classified, though highly important defense work is being 
performed, or to removal of such individuals from support 
facilities such as powerplants, basic material plants, trans- 
portation facilities, communications facilities and several 
others. 
* * * * * 


Mr. Arens. Are you cognizant of the fact that there has 
been testimony before the Internal Security Subcommittee 
to the effect that persons under discipline of the Communists 
controlling the American Communications Association now 
have access to messages coming from the Pentagon by a 
monitor system whereby they can plug in, listen to conver- 
sations 

Mr. Brucker. Regrettably, yes, I know that. 

Mr. Arens. Are you conversant with the facts which have 
been revealed by the Internal Security Subcommittee of the 
Senate, to the effect that restricted telegrams coming in from 
the Pentagon have been intercepted by persons under dis- 
cipline of the Communist-controlled American Communica- 
tions Association ? 

Mr. Brucker. I am aware of that. 

Mr. Arens. Are you conversant with the fact that the 
North Atlantic cable which carries very important messages 
vital to the security of our Nation is now serviced by the 
American Communications Association, a Communist-con- 
trolled labor organization ? 


Cc 
0 
a 
0 
C 
fi 
h 
g 
tc 
N 
a 
is 
J 


PROBLEMS OF SECURITY 


Mr. Brucker. I have learned that, too. 

Mr. Arens. And I take it, if I am not being a little bit re- 
dundant here, that under the present law and under the pres- 
ent powers vested in the Defense Department, the Defense 
Department is absolutely helpless to cut off that access to the 
messages ¢ 

Mr. Brucker. That is correct. 

* * * 


Mr. Arens. Is it not true that coded messages of the Penta- 
gon, highly confidential coded messages of the Pentagon 
which go out over the tielines and leased lines serviced by 
the Communist-controlled American Communications Asso- 
ciation are in such situation or status that they can be avail- 
able by a monitoring system even though in code to persons 
under discipline of the Communist-controlled American 
Communications Association ¢ 

Mr. Brucker. You have described it correctly. * * * I 
feel, sir, that that situation is nothing short of deplorable to 
be allowed to continue any longer than is absolutely necessary. 


Mr. Port testified in the instant hearings that the situation described 
in 1955 by Governor Brucker, now Secretary of the Department of the 
Army, is substantially the same as it was in 1955, 

There was included in the record a compilation listing persons who 
now hold, or have held in the recent past, key positions in UE and 
who have been identified as members of the Communist Party (for 
compilation, see p. 425). 

Four officials of the United Electrical, Radio and Machine Workers 
of America and its general counsel appeared in response to subpenas, 
and were interrogated during this phase of the hearings. 

Thomas Quinn, a field organizer for UE, who had been previ- 
ously identified by 2 witnesses as a member of the Communist Party 
and who, in 1953, invoked his constitutional privilege against self- 
incrimination when interrogated by a congressional committee re- 
specting Communist Party membership, denied both present and 
past membership in the Communist Party. In 1953, Mr. Quinn was 
president of Local 601, UE in East Pittsburgh, and was employed 
in the Westinghouse Electric Corporation plant in East Pittsburgh. 
Subsequent to his appearance in 1953 before another congressional 
committee, Mr, Quinn was discharged from the Westinghouse Electric 
Corporation plant but was then hired in his present position as UE 
field organizer. 

Thomas B. Wright, the managing editor of the UE News, invoked 
his constitutional privilege against self-incrimination when interro- 
gated by the committee in response to a number of questions in regard 
to the Trade Union Service, Inc., which previously printed the UE 
News. Mr. Wright estimated the circulation of the UE News to be 
around 100,000; that it is issued every other week, and that the dues 
of the individual members pay for the publication of UE News, which 
is sent to each member of the union. Mr. Wright further testified that 
Julius Emspak is the editor of UE News, and that James J. Matles, 
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director of organization of UE, participates in the operation of UE 
News. Mr. Wright denied membership in the Communist Party at 
the time of the hearings in Pittsburgh, but invoked his constitutional 
privilege against self-incrimination when interrogated with respect 
to membership in the Communist Party immediately prior to his 
appearance. 

John W. Nelson, president of UE Local 506 in Erie, Pa., denied 
present membership in the Communist Party, but refused to answer 
questions concerning Communist Party membership prior to 1949, 
at which time he had signed a non-Communist aflidavit under the 
Taft-Hartley Act. 

Robert C. Kirkwood, business agent of UE Local 610, denied pres- 
ent Communist Party membership, but refused to answer questions 
concerning Communist Party membership prior to 1949, at which 
time he had signed a non-Communist affidavit under the Taft-Hartley 
Act. 

Frank J. Donner, who had been identified by responsible witnesses 
under oath before the committee as a member of the Communist Party 
and who on June 28, 1956, invoked constitutional privileges in re- 
sponse to questions peapecane: his membership and activities in the 
party immediately prior to his appearance, testified in the instant 

earings that he became general counsel to UE a short time after his 
appearance before the committee on June 28, 1956. Mr. Donner 
denied present membership in the Communist Party, but invoked, 
by reference to previous testimony, his constitutional privileges in 
response to questions respecting past membership in the Communist 
Party. 
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PROBLEMS OF SECURITY IN INDUSTRIAL ESTABLISH- 
MENTS HOLDING DEFENSE CONTRACTS 
(Greater Pittsburgh Area—Part 2) 


WEDNESDAY, MARCH 11, 1959 


Untrep States House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
SUBCOMMITTER OF THE 
Commnirres ON Un-American ACTIVITIES, 


Pittsburgh, Pa. 
PUBLIC HEARINGS? 


The subcommittee of the Committee on Un-American Activities 
met, pursuant to recess, at 10:05 a.m., in Courtroom No. 6, New Fed- 
eral Building, Pittsburgh, Pa. Honorable Edwin E. Willis (sub- 
committee chairman), presiding. 

Subcommittee members present: Representatives Edwin E. Willis, 
of Louisiana; William M. Tuck, of Virginia; and Gordon H. Scherer, 
of Ohio. 

Staff members present: Richard Arens, staff director; George 
C. Williams and William Margetich, investigators. 

Mr. Wits. The subcommittee will please come to order. 

Mr. Scuerer. Mr. Chairman, before we proceed, I would like to 
acknowledge the presence in the hearing room this morning of Mr. 
Ervin Rhodes, a prominent member of the Cincinnati and American 
Bar Associations, who has devoted his finances, energies, and abilities 
over many years to the fight against the internal subversion of the 
United States. 

Mr. Wiuuts. We are glad to have you, Mr. Rhodes, and acknowledge 
your contribution to the cause that you make. 

Mr, Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest to the chairman 
that this record reflect an order by yourself that Mr. and Mrs. 
Golden, who have heretofore testified, shall be under a continuing 
subpena of this committee for an indefinite period of time for the 
purpose, as they understand, of their own protection. 

Mr. Wius. Yes. Let it be understood officially that Mr. and Mrs. 
Golden are under continuing subpena and, therefore, within the direct 
jurisdiction of this committee and thus the Government of the 

n opening the proceedings here in Pittsburgh, I stated yesterda 
that there would be three nats to the hearings and that in saedae 


1¥For resolution of committee, authorizing and directing the holding of these hearings, 
beginning March 10, 1959, in Pittsburgh, and the Order of Appointment of the subcom- 
mittee to conduct such hearings, see “Current Strategy and Tactics of Communists in the 
United States (Greater Pittsburgh Area—Part 1).” 
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of each of the phases I expected to make a brief statement so that 
the record would be clear on the issues with which we were dealing. 

We come now to the second phase of these hearings, namely, prob- 
lems of security in industrial establishments holding defense contracts. 
The first witnesses whom we shall hear are representatives of the 
Department of Defense from whom we expect to elicit information 
for the record on the broad policies and procedures of the Defense 
Department insofar as these policies and procedures bear upon the 
problems of Communist infiltration, penetration, or influence in indus- 
trial establishments holding defense contracts. 

Do present procedures preclude Communists from employment in 
industrial establishments holding defense contracts ¢ 

Does the Communist conspiracy in the United States have a direct 
or indirect control over production of vital facilities by way of domi- 
nation of labor organizations having contracts with industrial estab- 
lishments which produce defense materiel 

Do identified Communist agents in such labor organizations influ- 
ence, directly or indirectly, the actions of innocent, rank-and-file mem- 
bers of such labor organizations ? 

Are there loopholes in our existing security system whereby 
Communists may have access to supporting facilities, such as power- 
plants and waterworks, that are necessary auxiliaries of principal 
industrial establishments? 

These and related questions will be of concern to this subcommittee 
as we delve into the subject matter of the second phase of the hear- 
ings. In passing, may I say that a distinguished member of this 
subcommittee, to my right, the Honorable Gordon H. Scherer of 
Ohio, has recently introduced a bill in the House of Representatives, 
which bears the number House Resolution 3693, which would au- 
thorize the Federal Government to take certain measures in order to 
guard strategic defense facilities against individuals believed to be 
disposed to commit acts of sabotage, espionage, or other subversion. 

This bill has been largely prompted by factual material which 
the Committee on Un-American Activities has developed over the 
course of the last many months on the very subject matter with which 
we shall now deal. 

In addition to hearing the representatives of the Department of 
Defense, we shall interrogate in the second phase of these hearings 
certain persons who have been identified in sworn testimony of respon- 
sible witnesses as persons who now are, or who in the recent past 
have been, members of the Communist Party and who, it is believed, 
are now, or in the recent past have been, engaged in activity for the 
accomplishment of Communist objectives in this vital industrial area. 

May I point out that some of these witnesses whom we shall hear 
have heretofore been interrogated by the committee as Communists in 
connection with other subjects and other activities. It will be our 
objective to elicit information respecting their present activities 
in connection with the specific subject matter now under inquiry, and 
we will not repeat grounds heretofore covered. 

Based upon our experience in other hearings, we do not expect to 
receive much significant direct information from these persons when 
they testify but, likewise, based upon past experience, we do expect 
to receive significant information by indirection, as well as some 
supporting information by direct testimony. 
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Here again may I say that in pursuance of our legislative objectives 
we shall only be looking for samples or patterns of activity. 

Mr. Arens, please call your first witness. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, the first witnesses representing the De- 
partment of Defense are three gentlemen who will be sworn, if you 
please, sir, together and will testify together, each adding informa- 
tion which might be germane to the then pertinent question. The gen- 
tlemen, if they will please come forward, are Mr. Tyler Port, Mr. 
Robert. Applegate, and Mr. Robert Andrews. 

If you gentlemen will please remain standing while the chairman 
administers an oath 4 

Mr. Wiis. Please raise your right hand, gentlemen. Do you 
solemnly swear that you will tell the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Porr. I do. 

Mr. I do. 

Mr. Anprews. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF A. TYLER PORT, ROBERT APPLEGATE, AND 
ROBERT T. ANDREWS 


Mr. Arens. Will each of you kindly give his name and a word 
about your own position in the Department of Defense and perhaps 
a word about your background and period of service in the De- 
partment of Defense. 

Mr. Porr. My name is Tyler Port. I am director of the Office of 
Security Policy, Ollice of the Assistant Secretary of Defense for Man- 


power, Personnel, and Reserve. I am also director of the Office of 
Industrial Personnel Security Review of the Office of the Secretary 
of Defense. I have been an employee of the Government, including 
military service, for the past 16 years. 

Mr. Arens. Would the gentleman to your immediate right, please, 
Mr. Port, give his name and a similar description of his position and 
a word of his background ? 

Mr. Appiecate. 1 am Robert Applegate. I am acting staff director 
of the Security Programs Division within the office which Mr, Port 
represents. I have been with the Secretary of Defense Office ever 
since there has been one, starting before that with the Munitions Board 
in June of 1946. And since November of 1947 I have been directly ac- 
tive in the security program of the Office of the Secretary of Defense. 

Mr. Arens. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Anprews. I am Robert T. Andrews, Office of the General Coun- 
sel, Office of Secretary of Defense. I have been a Government at- 
torney since 1948. 

Mr. Arens. May I suggest, gentlemen, if it is agreeable with you, the 
chairman, and the committee that Mr. Port be the principal responder 
to the questions and then, at his desire, each of you two other gentle- 
men md Ape or implement, assist him in such manner as he might 
feel would be most expeditious and profitable to the committee in this 
proceeding. 

Mr. Port, would you first of all give us a word about the jurisdic- 
tion of the office of which you are the chief. 
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Mr. Porr. The Office of Security Policy is responsible, within the 
Office of the Secretary of Defense, for the formulation of security 
policy pertaining to the military security program of the Department 
of SoGas, the Federal employee program of the Department of 
Defense, and the industrial security program. 

Within these areas we formulate policies pertaining to personnel se- 
curity, pertaining to the safeguarding of classified information, and 
pertaining to physical security policies. 

Mr. Arens. Now, sir, would you, in a preliminary way, give us the 
benefit of your background and experience insofar as it equips you 
to appraise the general emphasis placed by Communists on infiltrat- 
ing basic industry and a rough percentage of Communists who are 
in basic industry ¢ 
‘ Mr. Porr. You are referring to my own personal experiences in the 

eld? 

Mr. Arens. And information you have gained from security sources. 
Iam not asking you for specific information at this time. Just in gen- 
eral, what degree of emphasis does the Communist operation place 
\ 00 infiltration of basic industry and, in general, how would you 
characterize the percentage or proportion of Communists of the entire 
Communists’ operation who are presently in basic industry ? 

Mr. Port. Let me say in answer to your question, Mr. Arens, that 
my Office is not directly concerned with investigative matters. We are 
not directly concerned with intelligence operations. My office is basi- 
cally a policy formulating office. It also is an office which reviews 
individual security cases arising out of industry. In the time—— 

Mr. Scuerer. Pardon me. 

Mr. Port. Beg your pardon ? 

Mr. Scuerer. Do I understand though that in determining policy, 
however, you have at your fingertips information from investigative 
and security agencies of this Government ? 

Mr. Port. I was coming to that Mr. Scherer. 

Mr. Scuerer. I am sorry. 

Mr. Porr. In the formulation of this policy, we rely upon the ex- 
periences of the organizations established within the military de- 
partments themselves in these fields and also call upon other agencies 
of the Government that are engaged in investigative work. The com- 
bined experience of these operating elements is what we use in for- 
mulating our security policies to Government programs that we are 
responsible for. The military departments, in turn, implement these 
programs. 

Mr. Scuerer. I understand then that the witness is going to tes- 
tify on the basis of his own knowledge concerning the policy of the 
Department and insofar as he can also on the basis of the informa- 
tion that comes to his Department from these investigative and secu- 
rity agencies of the Federal Government which enable him to deter- 
mine the policy his agency does determine. 

Mr. Port. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Now with that word of explanation, Mr. Port, would 
you proceed to give us the benefit of the information you have. I 
am asking not specifics, as you understand, only in general the 
degree to which the Communist operation in the United States covets 
or attempts to infiltrate basic industry and, coupled with that, a 
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rough igen of the persons engaged in the Communist opera- 
tion who are penetrating or have penetrated or are working in 
basic industry. 

Mr. Porr. United States industry is a prime target of the Com- 
munist movement in the United States. It is a primary concern to 
the Communist movement that it obtain from American industry 
information concerning the defense structure of the United States, 
particularly with reference to modern weapons of war. To this ex- 
tent, the Communist Party has been consistently interested in pene- 
trating defense industries where classified work is being performed 
and also basic industries, which, while not engaged in classified 
work, may be in support of industries performing modern weapons’ 
manufacture. 

I do not have, at the present time, specific percentage figures of 
the number of Communists in basic United States industry. I do 
recall, however, that Mr. J. Edgar Hoover, in 1950, in connection with 
the discussion of the Internal Security Act, stated that 48 percent 
of the Communist Party were in basic United States industry. 

Mr. Arens. Now, gentlemen, does the Department of Defense have 
prime contracts in the Greater Pitsburgh area with companies in 
which UE, the United Electrical Workers, has bargaining contracts? 

Mr. Port. Yes, it does. 

Mr. Arens. With how many prime contractors does the Depart- 
ment of Defense have contracts of this character? 

Mr. Porr. There are five prime contractors in this area who have 
Department of Defense contracts. 

Mr. Arens. To give us an idea of the volume of the business, just 
of the prime contractors, could you tell us something of the dollar 
value of these contracts, say for 1958 ? 

Mr. Porr. The dollar value is approximately $142 million. 

Mr. Arens. Do these contracts include electronic equipment and 
other similar material needed for the defense of this Nation? 

Mr. Port. Yes. they do. 

Mr. Arens. Do these five principal contractors in District 6, that 
is, UE District 6 here, with which the Department of Defense 
has prime contracts, have in turn subcontracts with other business 
or industrial establishments in this vicinity ? 

Mr. Porr. Our records do not show specific dollar value of sub- 
contracts which a prime contractor may let. However, it is our ex- 

erience that all prime contractors have subcontractors. It is, there- 
ore, I think a very safe assumption that prime contractors in this area 
do have subconstractors in the same area and outside the area. 

Mr. Arens. Are all five of the prime contractors in the Pittsburgh 
area, having contracts with the Department of Defense and in 
which plants the United Electrical Workers have the bargaining 
rights, cleared for classified work ? 

Mr. Porr. All of those five contractors do have facility clearances 
with the Department of Defense; yes. 

Mr. Arens. Tell us next, if you please, sir, what percentage, roughly 
speaking, of the money expended by the Department of Defense for 
contracts is for classified work, generally speaking ? 

Mr. Porr. A rough approximation would be that one-quarter of 
ae procurement defense dollar is allocated for classified defense 
work. 
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Mr. Arens. In the contracts which the Defense Department pres- 
ently holds, and by practice in the past has been using for procure- 
ment, do these contracts preclude Communists from defense facilities ? 

Mr. Port. No, they do not. 

Mr. Arens. Does the Department of Defense have authority to pre- 
clude, by its contracts, employment of Communists in positions with- 
in a defense facility in which they would—the employees—have access 
to classified information ? 

Mr. Port. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. May I recapitulate this in a form of question to be sure 
our record is clear and for the clarification of the members of the 
committee? Is it a fact, Mr. Port, that the contracts between the 
Department of Defense and the defense facilities—and let us confine 
our attention at the present time to the Pittsburgh area, which, of 
course, would be true across the board, but we are concerned now prin- 
cipally with the Pittsburgh area—these contracts, do not preclude 
the employment of Communists in the defense facilities per se, do 
they ? 

Mr. Port. No. 

Mr. Arens. But they do preclude or permit the removal of Com- 
munists in defense facilities if those Communists have or would have 
access to classified information, is that correct ? 

Mr. Porr. Yes. I would like to explain that, if I may, because this 
involves the concept of the industrial security program of our 
Department. 

Any prime contractor which the Department of Defense intends to 
use in which classified work is going to be performed must first have 
a facility clearance from the Departinent of Defense. Our prime con- 
cern here is the safeguarding of classified defense information. Now 
we go about this by first executing with such a facility a basic security 
agreement. Under this agreement the facility contracts to abide by 
the Department of Defense industrial security policies. 

Now, a part of this industrial security policy is the arrangement 
which we make for the clearance of people who may be engaged with- 
in that facility in the manufacture of classified material. The con- 
tractor, for his part, must tell us what employees he is going to use in 
the classified work. Those employees then are cleared. If there are 
Communists among them, they are not cleared. 

Mr. Arens. When you say “cleared,” you mean they are cleared 
or not cleared from the standpoint of access to classified information, 
is that correct ? 

Mr. Porr. That is correct, yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Is the record abundantly clear and is your testimony 
abundantly clear that the Defense Department contracts do not cover 
the subject of whether or not a Communist can be hired by a contract- 
ing company ? 

Mr. Porr. No. 

Mr. Arens. When you say “No” that is an affirmation of my asser- 
tion. 

Mr. Port. The contract itself makes no mention of whether Com- 
munists may be hired or not. 

Mr. Arens. Now, then the only impediment from the standpoint of 
the contracts between the Department of Defense and these prime con- 
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tractors to the engagement of Communists is that there cannot be, 
to the knowledge of the Department of Defense, engagement of Com- 
muna who would have access to classified information, is that cor- 
rect 

Mr. Port, That is correct, yes. 

Mr. Wiis. You said that the employees are cleared. By that you 
mean they are investigated. Who investigates them and clears them? 

Mr. Porr. Prior to that employee having access to classified infor- 
mation in connection with the performance of his job in the plant, he 
must have what we call an industrial security clearance up to the level 
of the classified material which he will have access to in connection 
with his work. 

If he is going to be engaged in work that is classified confidential, 
he will need a confidential clearance. If he is going to be engaged in 
work that is classified secret, he will need a secret clearance, and 
so forth. 

Mr. Wituts. You did not answer my specific question. Who does 
the investigation and makes the determination that Mr. John Brown 
fe 4 or is not OK; is it the contractor or is it the Government, or 

oth 

Mr. Porr. The Government is the only agency in our body politic 
with authority to investigate and to grant clearances. These are 
Government clearances which we are speaking of. 

Mr. Arens. These Government clearances are not across the board, 
are they? ‘They are only with reference to people in their employ- 
ment who may have access to classified information, isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Porr. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Let us pose a hypothetical case. Let us assume that 
this microphone here which is now before me, on which I have my 
hand, is a highly secret classified instrument to be used in some mili- 
tary weapon. Is there anything in the agreement or in the policies or 
procedures of the Department of Defense or in the law, which pres- 
ently precludes a Communist from working on part of this highly 
— instrument, if he does not have access to classified infor- 
mation 

Mr. Porr. If he does not have access to classified information ? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Porr. He is not precluded from working on that. 

Mr. Arens. The next question, if you please, sir: Is there any 
prerequisite to clearance by a contracting plant for contracts with the 
Defense Department for defense work that the plant not contract 
with a Communist controlled, dominated and led labor organization ? 

Mr. Porr. There is nothing, no. 

Mr. Scuerer. The present status of the law would not permit such 
a contract as counsel has asked you about; would it? 

Mr. Arens. Oh, yes. As I shall show very shortly in the interro- 
gation of the witness it not only permits, but in many instances here 
in Pittsburgh and elsewhere it is in vogue, and the UE in particular 
in the Pittsburgh area is Communist dominated and controlled b 
Communist agents and is presently the bargaining agent for at least 
five principal contractors. 
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Mr. Scuerer. I understand that. I meant there is nothing in the 
law that prohibits the Government from entering into such a contract 
as you indicate. 

Mr. Arens. Is that not correct, Mr. Port? 

Mr. Porr. That is correct. I assume we are speaking of a union 
which has been certified 

Mr. Scuerer. That is right. 

Mr. Porr. —as a bargaining agent for a particular company under 
the Labor Relations Act. 

Mr. Arens. If the National Labor Relations Board at the present 
time certifies as a bargaining agent a labor organization which is 
dominated and controlled lock, stock, and barrel by the Communist 
Party, which labor organization has the contract with a defense plant, 
the Department of Defense does not preclude a contract with that 
labor organization as a prerequisite to the consummation of its own 
contract with the plant, is that not correct ? 

Mr. Port. That is correct. 

Mr. Wiis. I think, Mr. Arens, you should point out, under the 
Communist Control] Act and under the Internal Security Act, par- 
ticularly the first, that such labor unions dominated as you said by 
Communist influences are not supposed to have bargaining power. I 
think you should explain that. That is the porns. In other words, 
what you say is, if they pass the first hurdle and are certified as 
bargaining agent, then there is nothing the Defense Department can 
do. Right? 

Mr. Porr. We are not authorized to do anything. 

Mr. Wits. You cannot authorize. I think you should point this 
out. 

Arens. My question was not intended as criticism of your 

olicy. 
Mr Port. I understand. 

Mr. Arens. It was criticism or a direction of attention on this record 
to what is obviously an open door for Communist control. Under 
the Communist Control Act, as the chairman has said, the law pre- 
scribes that the National Labor Relations Board is precluded from 
certifying as a bargaining agent a labor organization which is found 
by the Subversive Activities Control Board to be Communist infil- 
trated. But to this day they have not gotten around to a certification 
or decertification of a single Communist-led labor organization, is 
that not a fact? 

Mr. Port. That is correct. 

Mr. Scuerer. Would you explain for the record, Mr. Counsel, why 
they have not gotten around to a certification or decertification of the 
Communist-controlled labor unions as provided in the 1954 Commu- 
nist Control Act? 

Mr. Arens. I would say this, without in any sense undertaking to 
testify, that notwithstanding the provisions of the Internal Security 
Act of 1950, which is the basic act providing for a finding that the 
Communist Party itself is a Communist-action organization, because 
of a series of legal manipulations and because of a series of appeals, 
reversals, rehearings, and the like, this Government has yet, under 
the Internal Security Act passed in 1950, to have a final finding that 
the Communist Party itself is a Communist-action organization with- 


PROBLEMS OF SECURITY 403 


in the purview of the Internal Security Act, so we are a long way 
from finding that the Communist-controlled labor organizations are 
Communist infiltrated within the purview of the Communist Control 
Act of 1954. 

Mr. Scuerer. I notice, Mr. Counsel, you have been very careful 
in making any criticisms of the decisions of the Supreme Court. This 
committee might not be as careful and as discreet. 

Mr. Arens. I would say I occupy a different status here from a 
Congressman. I just work here. 

Now in a plant, Mr. Port, which is presently engaged in classified 
work, is there authority in the Department of Defense to preclude 
employment of Communists if the Communists do not have access 
to classified information ? 

Mr. Scurrer. Repeat that question again, Mr. Arens. 

Mr. Arens. In a plant presently engaged in the Pittsburgh area in 
classified work, working on some secret device, is there presently in the 
Department of Defense authority to preclude employment of Com- 
munists, if the Communists do not have access to classified informa- 
tion ? 

Mr. Porr. No. There is no such authorization. If the individual 
concerned does not have access to classified information and is not 

oing to have access to classified information, the Department of 
Defense has no basis for excluding that individual from the defense 
acility. 

> sg Just a minute. Even though he may be performing 
some work on part of a project that is highly classified ? 

Mr. Porr. So long as that particular gadget that he is working on 
is not itself classified, and a security clearance is not required in order 
to work on it, we have no authority to exclude him from that work 
even though it may eventually become part of a highly classified piece 
of material. 

Mr. Arens. Now I should like to invite your attention to another 
entire area of concepts in this industria] security field which we will 
subsequently, in a few moments, tie in with the area which we have 
just covered. 

Based upon your background and experience and the access which 
you have had over the course of many years to problems of indus- 
trial security, would you kindly express to this committee the degree 
to which a supporting facility, such as a power plant or a waterworks, 
is critical or vital in the production of defense equipment? 

Mr. Port. We are fully aware that no defense plant is completely 
self-contained in terms of its ability to generate within its four walls 
all of the functions essential to the production of a particular piece 
of material. Any given plant may require electricity from the out- 
side. It relies upon communications system from the outside and it 
requires, in many cases, the power sources from the outside. 

Mr. Arens. Let us use a hypothetical case, if you please, sir. Let 
us assume this building we are in right now is a deans facility. Let 
us assume it is producing critical materials for the defense of this 
Nation, but that it obtains its power for this operation three blocks 
away from a facility known as a supporting facility. Based upon 
your background and information and the present procedures, is the 
Department of Defense in any way impowered to preclude from that 
supporting defense facility 100 Communists? 
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Mr. Port. No, it is not. ; 

Mr. Arens. Is it in any way impowered to preclude trained sabo- 
teurs who may be, at any instant, ready to pull the switch? 

Mr. Porr. No, it is not. 

Mr. Arens. Based upon your background and experience—and this 
is almost a ludicrous question because it seems so obvious—would 
you care to give an appraisal as to the potentiality in such a situation 
from the standpoint of stopping defense facilities or of sabotaging 
defense facilities based upon the hypothesis which I have posed 4 

Mr. Porr. The potential for bringing defense production to a halt 
by sabotage of power facilities is enormous and the repercussions 
would be, I think, disastrous because if the power itself is cut off, de- 
fense plants cannot produce, and we would thus be denying ourselves 
the weapons which are so essential to our national defense effort. 

Mr. Scuerer. In some instances, the cutting off or sabotaging of 
communications facilities would also create as much damage, would 
it not, as the cutting off of power facilities ¢ 

Mr. Porr. Yes, it could. 

Mr. Arens. Before we get to the specifics of devices which might 
be conceived, including the Scherer bill which the chairman has al- 
Iuded to this morning, I should like to ask you, based upon your back- 
ground and experience in security work, the access you have to se- 
curity information, to give your appraisal, Mr. Port, of the manner in 
which a Communist-dominated and Communist-controlled labor or- 
ganization holding bargaining rights for workers within defense fa- 
cilities could serve the cause of international communism. 

Mr. Porr. I believe the first and most important way in which such 
a union could affect. the national defense effort and serve the cause 
of communism would be through the calling of strikes. Calling a 
strike in a vital defense industry would have the same eifect of sabo- 
tage in my mind, in that it would bring to a halt production in that 
facility. Another way in which 

Mr. Scurrer. May I interrupt at this point, Mr. Chairman ? 

It is my recollection that there was a witness by the name of Joseph 
Klein who testified a few years ago in Kansas City, Mo., shortly before 
he died. Klein had been a high functionary in the Communist Party 
and, as such, was aware of Communist activities in the UE at Schenec- 
tady, N.Y. He testified that the Communist Party controlled that 
local union. When he was asked why the Communist conspiracy 
wanted to obtain control of that union, he said it was obvious that if 
Russia was an ally production could be accelerated more readily and if, 
by chance, there was any internal upheaval in this country or we were 
at war with the Soviet Union, sabotage could be accomplished so much 
more easily. I merely make reference to that testimony because I think 
it fits in with what the witness has just said. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly proceed to give the basis upon 
which, or the judgment which you presently entertain as to how, a 
Communist-controlled labor organization could serve the cause of 
international communism in a defense facility in which it had the 
bargaining rights? 

Mr. Porr. As I have indicated, my first thought would be in any 
way in which the union could bring to a halt production in that plant, 
which could be either by calling workers out on strike or, of course, 
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by physical acts of sabotage, through either membership in the union 

or through the exercise of its disciplinary powers over rank and file 

r seewigig who may not necessarily be members of the Communist 
arty. 

Te the union, I believe, could serve the cause of communism by 
one means, the collection of dues from members of the union, whether 
they be Communists or not. This would provide financial help to 
carry on the work of the union to the detriment of the defense effort. 
Also a Communist-dominated union engages in propaganda activities 
of one sort or another which are generally designed to reduce the 
degree or enthusiasm or energy with which a community, a given 
community, supports the war effort. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Port, this committee, and it will probably be re- 
vealed in the course of this afternoon, has compilation of information 
from our public records of live witnesses under oath identifying not 
less than 41 key people in the UF, key people in leadership capacity, 
such as secretaries, field organizers, international representatives, and 
the like, as members of the Communist Party who are presently in 
the UE, with contracts now in dozens of plants in this heavy indus- 
trial area. 

Would you, or would the Department of Defense, if these people 
instead of working within the labor organization itself in their 
operations as Communists, if they were applying for jobs directly 
within the plant, would the Department of Defense clear them for 
access to classified information ¢ 

Mr. Porr. No. It would not. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Port, at the present time, are the tie lines and lease 
lines which carry messages out of the Pentagon itself serviced by a 
Communist-controlled labor organization ¢ 

Mr. Porr. I have understood that that is the situation; yes. 

Mr. Arens. Do messages presently of a restricted variety go over 
those tie lines and lease lines out of the Pentagon itself, which tie 
lines and lease lines are serviced by Communist-controlled labor or- 
ganizations? 

Mr. Porr. Yes, they do. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Port, I should like to allude to certain testimony 
given before a committee. It was the Senate Internal Security Sub- 
committee, of which I was then staff director, and we were interro- 
gating Governor Brucker. And who is Governor Brucker at the 
present time ? 

Mr. Porr. Secretary of the Army. 

Mr. Arens. At that time, that was in 1955, Governor Brucker was 
then the counsel to the Army, was he not? 

Mr. Port. He was counsel to the Department of Defense. 

Mr. Arens. And now he is Secretary of the Army ? 

Mr. Port. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. At that time there was pending before the committee 
legislation similar to the Scherer bill, was there not, which we are 

oing to discuss in a few minutes? 

Mr. Porr. Yes, that is right. 

Mr. Arens. I should like to read you certain excerpts of the testi- 
mony at that time and ask if you are familiar with that testimony. 


x 
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This is Governor Brucker testifying. This is from page 8 of the 
hearings, held in April of 1955: 


Yet I appear before you today with a knowledge that there are known sub- 
versives now working in vital defense facilities without there being adequate 
authority in the Federal Government to meet this potential threat to our produc- 
tive capacity and therefore to our military effectiveness. 


Continuing on page 8, speaking of the then authority of the De- 
artment of Defense which you have very competently described to- 
ay, Mr. Port, Governor Brucker says: 


This authority does not extend, however, to the removal of potential dangerous 
individuals from facilities where unclassified, though highly important defense 
work is being performed, or to removal of such individuals from support facili- 
ties such as power plants, basic material plants, transportation facilities, com- 
munications facilities and several others. 


Are you familiar with this testimony ? 

Mr. Port. Yes, lam. 

Mr. Arens. I should like to invite your attention as we peruse the 
then situation as described by Governor Brucker, to a recommenda- 
tion then made by a Senate committee which Governor Brucker quotes : 


“The necessity for the removal of Communists from defense facilities is of 
paramount importance to the security of the United States because of possible 
espionage and possible sabotage.” 


That appears on page 10 of this testimony. 

I should like to invite your attention, please, sir, to page 11 of 
this testimony in which Governor Brucker continues: 

“Rather it is our intention,” speaking of the authority which was 
sought by the then legislation 


Rather it is our intention that this authority shall be used selectively on a 
ease-by-case basis in vital facilities concentrating on a limited number of known 
Communists. 


I should like also to invite your attention to page 16 of that testi- 
mony in which there is a colloquy between Governor Brucker and 
myself and I was interrogating him: 


Mr. ARENS. Are you aware of the fact— 
And I am speaking to Governor Brucker— 


that the tie lines and leased lines out at the Pentagon at this very hour are 
serviced by the American Communications Association which has repeatedly 
found to be a Communist-controlled organization? 
Mr. Brucker. I see your point, and I am very glad that you raised that. Yes, 
and we are disturbed. 
* * * s 


Mr. ArRENS. Are you cognizant of the fact that there has been testimony before 
the Internal Security Subcommittee to the effect that persons under discipline 
of the Communists controlling the American Communications Association now 
have access to messages coming from the Pentagon by a monitor system whereby 
they can plug in, listen to conversations— 

Mr. Brucker. Regrettably yes, I know that. 

Mr. ArRENS. Are you conversant with the facts which have been revealed by 
the Internal Security Subcommittee of the Senate to the effect that restricted 
telegrams coming in from the Pentagon have been intercepted by persons under 
discipline of the Communist-controlled American Communications Association? 

Mr. Brucker. I am aware of that. 

Mr. AreNs. Are you conversant with the fact that the North Atlantic cable 
which carries very important messages vital to the security of our Nation is now 
serviced by the American Communications Association, a Communist-controlled 
labor organization? 
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Mr. Brucker. I have learned that, too. 

Mr. Arens. And I take it, if I am not being a little bit redundant here, that 
under the present law and under the present powers vested in the Defense De- 
partment, the Defense Department is absolutely helpless to cut off that access to 
the messages? 

Mr. Brucker. That is correct. 


Mr. Arens. Is it not true that coded messages of the Pentagon, highly confi- 
dential coded messages of the Pentagon which go out over the tie lines and 
leased lines serviced by the Communist-controlled American Communications 
Association are in such situation or status that they can be available by a moni- 
toring system even though in code to persons under discipline of the Communist- » 
controlled American Communications Association? 

Mr. Brucker. You have described it correctly * * * I feel, sir, that that situ- 
tion is nothing short of deplorable to be allowed to continue any longer than is 
absolutely necessary. 


Mr. Scuerer. That was 1955? 

Mr. Arens. That was in 1955. 

Mr. Scuerer. And this is 1959. 

Mr. Arens. Are you familiar, Mr. Port, with this testimony ? 

Mr. Porr. Yes, I am familiar with the testimony. 

Mr. Arens. Is the situation described by Governor Brucker, now 
Secretary of tie Department of the Army, before that subcommittee 
in 1955, substantially the same today as it was then? 

Mr. Port. Yes, it is. 

Mr. Scuerer. And the American Communications Association has 
been expelled from the CIO because the CIO found it to be Commu- 
nist dominated and controlled; is that not right, Mr. Counsel ? 

Mr. Arens. That is correct. 

Now, Mr. Port, I should like to invite your attention to the Scherer 
bill, H.R. 3693, a bill which was previously alluded to by Mr. Willis. 

Is the Scherer bill substantially in import and provisions the same 
approach, the same type of legislation which the Department of De- 
fense and the military have been advocating for these many years in 
order to preclude access of Communists to defense facilities? 

Mr. Port. This is identically the same bill I would say. 

Mr. Arens. Could you tell us the history, in resumé form, of the 
advocacy by the Department of Defense of legislation of this type? 

Mr. Porr. As I recall, the first witness to testify before the Con- 

s on this problem was the former chairman of the Munitions 
oard, Mr. Jack Small, who testified, I believe, in 1952, concerning 
the problem of the Communist-dominated union in defense facilities 
and also the problem of the individual who may be or concerning 
whom one might have reason to believe would engage in sabotage, es- 
pionage, or other acts of subversion, 
believe Governor Brucker was the next witness to appear and 
discuss this problem, and he did so in 1955. I believe Mr. Ralph Stohl, 
who was at that time head of administrative services in the Office of 
Secretary of Defense, testified in that same period. 

Mr. Applegate on my right testified in 1957 in connection with in- 
quiries being made by this committee and made reference to the inter- 
est of the Department of Defense in legislation which would close the 
gap between the exclusion of security risks from classified work and 
their exclusion from defense facilities generally. 

I myself appeared before this committee in 1957, and I believe that 
is the resumé, as I recall, of such testimony. 
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Mr. Arens. The facts which Governor Brucker was deploring, as 
then counsel to the Army, had actually been testified to in public 
testimony 2 years prior to his testimony in 1955, is that not correct ? 

Mr, Porr. Yes. I believe the Governor was here in April of °55 
and I believe Mr. Small was in March of °52 so it would be a 3-year 
period, 

Mr. Arens. At least it has been 6 years now since this situation, 
in which Communist-led labor organizations have had control within 
defense facilities and in which the Department of Defense is power- 
less to preclude Communists from defense facilities, has been made 
public; isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Porr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Scurrer. Mr. Chairman, just for the record, I think it should 
be noted that H.R. 3693, the bill we are discussing, has not been 
referred to this committee for consideration but is before another 
committee of the House. Some people may wonder why this com- 
mittee does not report out this bill. Of course, personally I feel that 
05 bill should be before this committee, but that is beyond my con- 
trol. 

Mr, Arens. You understand, Mr. Port, that the reason we are mak- 
ing the inquiry and the reason the Committee on Un-American Ac- 
tivities is developing the facts on this is that the bill itself, though 
technically pending before another committee, deals with a subject, 
namely communism, which is within the jurisdiction of the Committee 
on Un-American Activities. 

Mr. Porr. Perhaps I, too, for the record should point out that the 
appearances of Mr. Applegate and myself in 1957 were not in connec- 
tion with hearings on this particular bill, but in connection with hear- 
ings which the Un-American Activities Committee held on 
other matters. During the discussion of those matters references to 
legislation in this field did come up and testimony was taken with 
respect to that. 

Mr. Arens. You are cognizant also, are you not, Mr. Port, that 
the Committee on Un-American Activities has repeatedly within its 
jurisdiction made strong recommendations for legislation to try to 
cope with this situation ? 

Mr. Porr. I certainly understand that. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I would respectfully suggest that we 
might take a recess for a few minutes if it is agreeable with the chair- 
man and the committee. 

Mr. Wituts. We wil] take an informal recess. 

(Subcommittee members present: Representatives Willis, Tuck, and 
Scherer. ) 

(A brief recess was taken.) 

(Subcommittee members present: Representatives Willis, Tuck, and 
Scherer. ) 

Mr. Wututs. The subcommittee will come to order. 

Proceed, Mr, Arens. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, that will conclude, if you please, sir, 
the staff interrogation of these witnesses. 

Mr. Wins. Any questions, gentlemen ? 

Mr. Tuck. I have no questions, Mr, Chairman. 

But I would like to say at this point that I think our counsel is 
doing an excellent job in eliciting information from these witnesses 
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which should prove to be of tremendous importance and be very effec- 
tive in giving the Congress information for consideration of these 
various measures that come up for action. 

Mr. Arens. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Tuck. I was especially interested in the testimony given by 
the gentleman, particularly the statement to the effect that strikes oc- 
cur in essential public utilities and things that are essential to govern- 
mental contracts for national defense, which is almost sabotage as 
such. The states themselves cannot cope with this problem. It would 
seem from that statement to be in the public interest for us also to 

ive consideration to that subject. I know of my own personal 
owledge that in a number of states that is true. We should deal 
with this problem on a nation-wide basis in a way to have an advan- 
tageous effect upon the carrying out of national defense contracts. 
want to thank, also, these gentlemen from the Defense Depart- 
ment for coming here and making available to the committee the 
information that they brought. 

Mr. Writs. Mr. Scherer. 

Mr. Scuerer. Mr. Port, I do not suppose at this time that the De- 
fense Department has made any estimate of the cost of enforcing pro- 
visions of H.R. 3693, has it ? 

Mr. Porr. No,sir. It has not. 

Mr. Scuerer. But am I correct in saying the cost of enforcement 
of the provisions of this bill would be relatively small compared to 
the loss of perhaps one bomber as the result of sabotage ? 

Mr. Port. I would certainly subscribe to that statement, yes, sir. 

Mr. Scuerer. Today we hear a great deal of conversation from some 
quarters about the inadequacy of our defense setup with the threat 
we are facing in Berlin. I do not expect you to comment on the issues 
in the debate that is now taking place because I know of your posi- 
tion in the Defense Department. We find that some of those who are 
talking about the inadequacy of that defense, to which I, of course, do 
not subscribe, are unwilling to support the provisions contained in 
this bill. Of course, if we do not take some action to prevent possi- 
ble sabotage should there be an outbreak of hostilities it could result 
in tremendous losses to this Government in defense, equipment, and the 
strength of our defense posture. 

It seems just incredible to me that we have not followed the advice 
of the Defense Department. The Department of Defense made a re- 
quest for this legislation way back in 1952. 

We are deeply grateful for the ae of you gentlemen in sup- 
port of this legislation here today. Thank you. 

Mr. Wits. Thank you very much, gentlemen. 

Mr. Porr. You are welcome. 

Mr. Wits. The witnesses will be excused if counsel has completed 
his examination. 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Port. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Wit11s. Call your next witness. 

Mr. Arens. If you please, Mr. Chairman, the next witness will be 
Thomas Quinn. 

Please come forward and remain standing while the chairman ad- 
ministers an oath to you. 
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Mr. Donner. I object to the taking of pictures both before and after 


the witness is sworn. 

Mr. Wituts. We have no jurisdiction 

Mr. Donner. This is a legislative hearing and not a circus. This 
is Federal property, and the chairman of this committee has the 
power to stop these photographers, and I demand that they stop. _ 

Mr. Wius. That is enough. But we have no jurisdiction until 
witnesses have been sworn. 

Mr. Donner. You have jurisdiction over the people in the court- 
room, and you have jurisdiction over the witnesses, and you have 
jurisdiction over the photographers. 

Mr. Wiis. Kindly raise your right hand. 

Mr. Donner. I am not the witness. Iam his lawyer. 

Mr. Wits. I am sorry. 

Mr. Quinn. I object also. 

Mr. Donner. I have been objecting to the taking of the pictures. 
This is scandalous. 

Mr. Scuerer. Come on. You fellows talk about the freedom of 
the press. Let us have it. 

Mr. Donner. You are interested in a circus and not finding facts. 

Mr. Wiuuis. Kindly raise your right hand, Witness. Do you 
solemnly swear that the testimony you shall give will be the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Quinn. I do. 

Mr. Wits. Now that you are under our jurisdiction the photog- 
raphers will desist, please. 


TESTIMONY OF THOMAS QUINN, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
FRANK J. DONNER 


Mr. Arens. Please identify yourself by name, residence, and 
occupation. 

Mr. Donner. I have a motion to file before the witness is sworn. 
The motion is addressed —— 

Mr. Wius. We will not entertain a motion. If you have a state- 
ment that is typewritten, you may present it to the staff director. 
That is the rule of this committee and counsel will proceed. 

Mr. Donner. Mr. Chairman, how can you rule on the motion with- 
out reading it ? 

Mr. Wiu1s. You are only entitled to file the statement. You have 
read the rules. The rules are served on the witnesses. You are an 
attorney and you know the rules. 

Mr. Donner. Mr. Chairman, I am in an American tribunal and an 
American courtroom, and I am filing a motion, and I would like to 
have it ruled on. 

Mr. Arens. Identify yourself by name, residence, and occupation. 

Mr. Scuerer. May I interrupt so the record is clear? The courts 
have said repeatedly that we have no authority to rule on any motion, 
that if any counsel has any motion, he must file that motion in the 
proper court. 

Mr. Donner. Mr. Scherer, you know very well the chairman can 
decide whether it is engaged in legislative purpose. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, the counsel will be advised his sole and 
exclusive prerogative is to advise his client. 
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Would you identify yourself by name, residence, and occupation ? 

Mr. Donner. May I file the motion and the record show I filed it? 
May the record show I am now filing an original ? 

r. Witu1s. The record will show you are handing a document to 
our staff director. 

Mr. Donner. And I would like to add to the grounds of that 
motion. The ground that the committee has no jurisdiction—— 

Mr. Wituts. We have announced 

Mr. Donner.—not considering a bill which is committed to this 
committee—— 

Mr Wits. We have announced the legislative purpose at length 
at the beginning of the hearings. Now please proceed. 

Mr, Arens. Kindly identify eae’ by name, residence, and occu- 

ation. 
Mr. Quinn. My name is Thomas Quinn. I reside at 4002 Berger 
Lane, Monroeville, Pa., and I am a field organizer for the United 
Electrical, Radio and Machine Workers of erica, the union you 
just lied about 1 hour ago. 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today, Mr. Quinn, in response to a 
subpena which was served upon you by the House Committee on Un- 
American Activities 

Mr. Quinn. Unfortunately, yes. 

Mr. Arens. And you are represented by counsel? 

Mr. Quinn. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, would you kindly identify yourself ? 

Mr. Donner. My name is Frank J. Donner. I am an attorney-at- 
law, and my oflice is 342 Madison Avenue, New York City. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Quinn, how long have you occupied your present 
position as field organizer for the UE ? 

Mr, Qurxn. What has that got to do with the subject of inquiry 
rere 

Mr. Arens. I will be very happy to tell you, sir. 

Mr. Quinn. I wish you ae she 

Mr. Arens. The Committee on Un-American Activities is presently 
engaged in accumulating factual information for the purpose of de- 
veloping legislation to protect the internal security of this Nation. 
That is pursuant to Public Law 601 of the Congress, in which this 
committee is mandated not only to conduct investigations for the pur- 
pose of devising legislation, but likewise for the purpose of maintain- 
ing a continuing surveillance over the administration and operation of 
existing security laws, including the Communist Control Act, the 
Internal Security Act, the Foreign Agents Registration Act, nu- 
— amendments, numerous provisions of the security laws of this 

ation. 

In pursuance of that duty this committee has come to this heavy in- 
dustrial area of Pittsburgh. It has come here pursuant to a mandate. 
This subcommittee is here pursuant to a mandate of the full Com- 
mittee on Un-American Activities. This mandate was read by the 
chairman of this subcommittee in the opening session. 

Among other eg, 2 this subcommittee is to acquire factual infor- 
mation respecting Communists in labor organizations which have 


bargaining rights in defense facilities. 
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Now as to you, sir, you have been repeatedly identified by live 
witnesses under oath before congressional committees as a hard-core 
member of the Communist conspiracy 

Mr. Quinn. That’s a lie. 

Mr. Arens. —one who is dedicated to the overthrow of the Govern- 
ment of the United States—— 

Mr. Quinn. That is a lie. 

Mr. Arens. —by force and violence. 

Mr. Qutyn. That’s a lie. You still haven’t answered my question 
why you called me here. 

Mr. Arens. Now, sir, the reason we have called you is that at the 
time of the last appearance of yourself before a congressional com- 
mittee, of which I happen to then have been staff director, the Senate 
Internal Security Subcommittee on the Senate side, at which I inter- 
rogated you 

Mr. Qutnn. Weren't you satisfied with my answers then ? 

Mr. Arens. You at that time, sir, occupied a different position with 
the United Electrical Workers. You oceupied at that time the posi- 
tion of president of a particular local of the UE. Thereafter, by 
devices and processes which we do not presently know, your position 
was shifted from president of a local to a field organizer. 

We want to explore with you now, sir, questions respecting your 
activities, respecting the shift of yourself since these last hearings 
from president of a local to a field organizer of the United Electrical 
Workers. 

Now with that explanation, Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest 
the witness now be ordered and directed to answer the last outstand- 
ing principal question. 

Mr. Wituis. Will you restate the question. 

Mr. Arens. The question is, how long have you been field organizer 
for UE? 

Mr. Quinn. I am not satisfied with your explanation, but I have 
been a field organizer since 1954. 

Mr. Arens. And what was your position immediately prior to 
that? 

Mr. Quinn. Where? 

Mr. Arens. Where you worked ? 

Mr. Quinn. I worked in the Westinghouse Electric Corporation 
plant in East Pittsburgh. 

Mr. Arens. And in what capacity ? 

Mr. Quinn. You mean what job did I have? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Quinn. I was a welder. 

Mr. Arens. And were you at that time holder of an officer’s post 
inUE? 

Mr. Quinn. At what time? 

Mr. Arens. The time you worked at Westinghouse, immediately 
prior to your employment as a field organizer. 

Mr. Quinn. What has that got to do with the inquiry? 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest the record now 
reflect the explanation which I have heretofore on this record given 
and that the witness now be ordered and directed to answer the 
question. 
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_ Mr. Quinn. You said you were investigating problems of security 
in defense industries. What does my occupation before 1954 got to 
do with that ? 

Mr. Wiis. You are directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Quinn. I am asking you a question. Will you tell me what 
that has to do with it ? 

Mr. Wits. You are directed to answer. 

Mr. Quinn. You are not going to sit up there and tell me I am 
directed to answer the question you asked. It has to have a valid 
legislative purpose, as you well know. The Supreme Court said that. 
Edd Supreme Court said that in the case in cn 4 I was involved in 

Mr. Wixi. You are directed to answer the question for the simple 
reason that the rules require that we direct you to answer a question 
as a warning to you that we do not accept your refusal and that your 
refusal may lead to a citation for contempt. We are doing that. I 
am directing you to answer as a warning that that may result, so you 
may not be taken by surprise. That is the reason for the order. 

Mr. Arens. Now would you kindly answer the question please ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Quinn. Would you please repeat the question ? 

Mr. Arens. The question is, at the time you were working in West- 
inghouse, immediately prior to your employment as a field organizer 
of UE, were you then an officer of a labor organization or of a local 
organization of UE ? 

r.Qutnn. No. 

Mr. Arens. Were you, at any time, an officer of a local labor organ- 

ee ee to the time of your employment as a field organizer 
? 

Mr. Quinn. That is in the testimony of 1953. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly answer the question ? 

Mr. Quinn. It is in the testimony. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest the witness now 
be ordered and directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Wits. You are directed to answer the question for the rea- 
sons I have stated. 

Mr. Qurnn. I just want to know whether I have to answer every 
question you ask me. 

Mr. Scuerer. Look. Proceed to the next question. He has been 
given an opportunity. Let us proceed to the next question. | 

r. Quinn. The answer to the question is that at one time I was 
president of Local 601 UE in East Pittsburgh, which I testified 
to in 1953. ‘ 

Mr. Arens. Over what period of time were you a president of 
Local 601 UF in Pittsburgh ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Quinn. I don’t recall the period of time. 

Mr. Arens. Your best recollection, if you please, sir? 

Mr. Quinn. Possibly a year. 

Mr. Arens. And during what year was that? Do you recall? 

Mr. Quinn. 1953. : 

Mr. Arens. Were you a president of a local of UE as of the time 
you were interrogated before the Senate Internal Security Subcom- 
mittee? 
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Mr. Quinn. You have the testimony in front of you. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly answer the question. That was in 
1953. Were you then a president of a local of ? 

Mr. Quinn. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. What caused your disassociation from Westinghouse ? 

Mr. Quinn. What has that got to do with it? 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that the witness 
now be ordered and directed to answer the question and that the 
record now reflect the explanation of relevancy and pertinency which 
I heretofore on this feng gave. 

Mr. Quinn. I don’t accept that explanation. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest the witness now 
be ordered and directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Wis. I do not accept the refusal, and you are ordered to 
answer the question. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Quinn. Repeat the question. 

Mr. AReEns. What caused your disassociation, please, sir, from 
Westinghouse ? 

Mr. Quinn. According to the record I was dismissed. 

Mr. Arens. Why ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

a Quinn. The company claimed that I was guilty of falsifying 
records. 

Mr. Arens. What was the nature? 

Mr. Quinn. Of course I had no opportunity to deny that. 

Mr. Arens. What records was it claimed you falsified ? 

Mr. Quinn. Time records I presume they were referring to. 

Mr. Arens. And when were you dismissed from Westinghouse? 

Mr. Quinn. I don’t recall the exact date. 

Mr. Arens. When were you dismissed from Westinghouse, in rela- 
tion to the time of your appearance before the Senate Internal Se- 
curity Subcommittee? Were you dismissed from Westinghouse be- 
fore you appeared or after you appeared ? 

Mr. Quinn. After. I know it was after. I still want to know 
what the question, that has to do with the subject of security in the 
defense industries. 

Mr. Arens. You will see I believe a little bit clearer as we go along. 
Were you a member of the Communist Party while you were em- 
ployed at Westinghouse? 

Mr. Quinn. What time are you talking about ? 

Mr. Arens. At any time during your employment at Westinghouse ? 

Mr. Quinn. What has that got to do with the inquiry? 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Gelenbe. respectfully suggest the witness be 
ordered and directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Wits. You are directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Qutnn. I was here when you read your statement at the be- 
ginning of the hearing in which you said you were going to investi- 
gate matters—— 

Mr. Wixuts. You are directed to answer. 

Mr. Donner. Give an explanation. 

Mr. Quinn. —of the recent—— 

Mr. Wittis. You are directed to answer the question. I do not 
want a speech from you. 
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Mr. Quinn. I want to know whether I have to answer every ques- 
tion you ask me. 

Mr. Wins. Yes. Not only do you have to—I am ordering you 
to answer the question because I am required to order you. 

Mr. Qutnn. I have been called before the Senate Internal Security 
Subcommittee in 1953. 

Mr. Scuerer. Proceed to the next question. 

Mr. Wits. Proceed. 

Mr. Quinn. And I was called by this commitee in 1949. Now you 
asked me similar questions. I want to know what you are talking 
about now. What is it you want to find out now? 

Mr. Scuerer. Proceed. 

Mr. Wixuts. Proceed with the next questions. 

Mr. Quinn. You asked the same questions. 

oes: Were you discharged from Westinghouse on security 

rounds? 
“ Mr. Qutnn. I think I was discharged because the company wanted 
to get rid of me because I was actively working for the UE and that 
plant at that time was under certification to the LUE. 

Mr. Arens. Were you then a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Quinn. At the time I was discharged ? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Quinn. The answer is “No.” 

Mr. Arens. Were you at any time a member of the Communist 
Party during your employment at Westinghouse ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Quinn. What does that got to do with the subject under in- 

uiry? 
: Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest the witness be 
ordered and directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Wiis. You are ordered to answer the question. 

Mr. Quinn. Why? I think I ought to have a word of explanation. 
You can ask me where I was last night, and say I direct you to answer 
the question. What does that got to do with this inquiry ? 

Mr. Arens. Are you now, or have you ever been, a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Quinn. I want to know what period you are talking about. 
You asked me a question. 

Mr. Arens. I respectfully suggest now the status of this reeord—— 

Mr. Quinn. You asked me about my discharge from Westinghouse. 
That was in 1953. 

Mr. Arens. On the status of this record I respectfully suggest that 
the witness be now ordered to answer the question: Are you now, or 
have you ever been, a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Quinn. I am not now, and never was, a member of the Com- 
munist Party. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been knowingly under Communist 
Party discipline ? 

Mr. Qutyn. I wouldn’t know what that would be. I still would like 
to know what the question, defense industries, has to do with what 
I might or might not have been. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly tell us the jurisdiction of District 6 
in which you are a field organizer ? 


] 


416 PROBLEMS OF SECURITY 


Mr. Quinn. Western Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Arrns. How much of Western Pennsylvania ? 

Mr. Quinn. All of it. 

Mr. Arens. How many plants in District 6 are workers engaged 
in represented by UE? 

Mr. Quinn. That is pretty hard to give you an exact figure because 
we have so many people laid off. I would say somewhere around 
15,000 workers are in the plants represented by UE in Western Penn- 
sylvania employed at this time. 

Mr. Ifow many different plants have workers represented 
y UE? 
“Mr. Quinn. What do you mean different plants? Do you mean the 
names of the plants or numbers of the plants? 

Mr. Anrens. How many different plants, industrial establishments? 

Mr. Quinn. About 15 0r17. I wouldn’t be sure of that. 

Mr. Arens. How many of those plants have defense contracts? 

Mr. Quinn. How would I know? 

Mr. Arens. Do you know ¢ 

Mr. Quinn. No, I do not know. I just asked you how would I 
know. I have nothing to do with the contracts. 

Mr. Arens. How many of the plants, the 17 plants, are engaged 
in working on defense material ? 

Mr. Quinn. I don’t know. I have no access to the information on 
what kind of material the company is producing. 

Mr. Arens. Does each worker in UE receive the UE News? 

Mr. Quinn. What does that got to do with the subject under 
inquiry 

Mr. Scuerer. I ask you to direct the witness to answer. 

Mr. Qurnn. I am asking the question: What the paper they read 
has to do with security in defense industries? I think you ought to 
settle that question. You called me down here to talk about our 
organization ? 

Mr. Wiiits. You are directed—— 

Mr. Quinn. The staff director he makes a big statement earlier 
about Communist domination and Communist leadership and so on. 
T say that isa lie. And I don’t see what our newspaper has to do with 
the problems as you said earlier, the problems of security in defense 
industries. 

Mr. Wiis. You are directed to answer the question if you know 
the answer. 

Mr. Qutxn. Obviously your staff director knows the answer, too. 
They have been fishing around for 10 years trying to find something 
in our union. 

Mr. Wituis. Proceed with the next question. 

Mr. Scnerer. UE was expelled by the CIO. 

Mr. Quinn. That is a lie, too. We left the CIO because we dis- 
agreed with their policies in 1949. 

Mr. Arens. Who is your immediate superior in UE? 

Mr. Quinn. Who was my immediate superior ? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Quinn. What has that got to do with the problems of security 
in defense industries? 
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Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest the witness be 
ordered and directed to answer that question. 

Mr. Witu1s. You are directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Scuerer. Let us get this of record. 

Mr. Quinn. You are aware the director for our organization is 
James Matles. 

Mr. Arens. Is he the immediate superior of yourself? 

Mr. Quinn. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. I beg your pardon. 4 

Mr. Quriyn. He is superior of all field representatives on the staff. 
He is a director of organization, as you well know. 

Mr. Scuerer. Before we go any further let us get this record 
straight. Witness, you say that UE left the CIO and that it was not 
expelled by the C1O because of its Communist domination and control, 
is that right? 

Mr. Quinn. We left the CIO, the CIO pulled one of those deals 
where you say, you can’t quit, I am going to fire you, but we quit. 

Mr. Scuerer. You are telling this committee now, while you are 
under oath, that you were not expelled by the CIO because you 
were Communist dominated ? 

Mr. Quinn. After we left the organization, they conducted what 
they called an expulsion procedure. 

Mr. Scurrer. And they found that you were Communist dominated 
and controlled, did they not ? 

Mr. Quinn. I can’t testify to that. 

Mr. Scnerer. You do not know? You mean to tell me that you do 
not know that as a matter of fact? The UE organizer in UE does 
not know what happened ? 

Mr. Quinn. Sure. I know what happened. I just told you what 
happened. We left the CIO. 

. {r. Scuerer. That is not my question, Witness. My question was 
what—— 

Mr. Qutyn. We have no control over what they would do after we 
left the organization. 

Mr. Scuerer. I understand that. Now listen to my questien. The 

uestion was whether or not the CIO made a finding that UE was 
ommunist dominated and controlled and entered an order of ex- 
pulsion by reason of that finding; is that not a fact? 

Mr. Quinn. What has that got to do with me? 

Mr. Scuerer. I ask that you direct the witness to answer. 

Mr. Quinn. Why should I testify to you what the CIO did? Call 
the CIO in here and ask them the question. 

Mr. Wits. You brought it up by characterizing it as a lie. 

Mr. Quinn. He brought it up. I didn’t. 

Mr. Wits. You are directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Quinn. It happened in 1949. I still want to know what that 
has to do with your investigation today of problems of security in de- 
fense industries. What does that got to do with it? 

Mr. Scuerer. Wait a minute. I want to get this record straight be- 
cause I am going to make a motion to refer this man’s testimony to 
the Department of Justice for consideration of perjury prosecution, 
and I want to get this record straight. And also I am going to make 
a motion that this subcommittee recommend to the full committee of 
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the Committee on Un-American Activities that he be cited for con- 
tempt of Congress, too. 

Mr. Quinn. I don’t have contempt for Congress, just contempt of 
this committee. Make that clear. 

Mr. Scuerer. I understand that. 

Mr. Quryn. I have every respect for the institutions of our country, 
including the Congress. 

Mr. Scuerer. Al] Communists have contempt for this committee. 

Mr. Quinn. Don’t call me a Communist because I told the director 
that is a lie. 

Mr. Scuerer. All right. We will let the Department of Justice—— 

Mr. Quinn. If you have that opinion, that is fine. It is nice to 
be able to set up there and call people names. 

Mr. Wits. What is the outstanding question ? 

Mr. Scuerer. You are directed to answer. Proceed to the next 
question. He had ample opportunity to answer that question. 

Mr. Quryn. I said the question has no valid legislative purpose as 
the Supreme Court has said in 1955 in the case in which I was involved. 

Mr. Arens. Do you presently, in your capacity as a field organizer 
for UE, have access to these various plants, these 17 plants in which 
UE has bargaining rights? 

Mr. Quinn. I don’t have access to any plant. 

Mr. Arens. Do you go to the plants to talk to the workers? 

Mr. Quinn. No, I don’t. The only time any staff representative is 
at a plant is when he meets with the company for the purpose of 
negotiating either contracts or grievances, and those are conducted in 
the company’s offices, not in the plant, as you well know. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have access to the plants? Have you been pre- 
cluded from access to the plants? 

Mr. Quinn. Generally we don’t go into the plants, because the 
offices aren’t in the plant. 

Mr. Arens. I am not speaking generally. In any instance? 

Mr. Scuerer. Wait just a minute. I ask the chairman to direct the 
witness to answer counsel’s question. Let us get the record clear. 

Mr. Wirus. Will you repeat the question ? 

Mr. Arens. Do you, in your capacity as field organizer of UE, have 
access to the plants in which UE represents the workers? 

Mr. Quinn. Only with the permission of the management, for the 
purpose of negotiating contracts or grievances. 

Mr. Arens. Have you, to your knowledge, been precluded from 
access to any of the 17 plants in which UE represents the workers ? 

Mr. Quinn. I have nothing to do with the 17 plants. I only 
have-— 

Mr. Wir11s. That is not the question. 

Mr. Arens. To your knowledge, have you been precluded from ac- 
cess to any of the 17 plants in which UE represents workers in Dis- 
trict 6? 

Mr. Quinn. I don’t have access to the plants, I go to the company 
offices. 

Mr. Wuu1s. That is not the question. 

Mr. Quinn. I go to the company offices. I don’t have access to any 
plant. 
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Mr. Wituis. That is not the question. The question is, as far as 
be know, have you been denied access to those plants. Have you 

en so notified ¢ 

Mr. Quinn. No. Ihave never been denied the opportunity to enter 
the plant and go to the company offices for the purposes of carrying 
out the provisions of our collective bargaining agreement. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been denied access to any of the facilities 


lants other than the company offices ? 


of the 

Mr. ok Never asked. Why should I be denied? 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever attempted to enter or entered any part 
of any of these 17 plants other than the company offices ? 

Mr. Quixn. There might be some occasions where in the investiga- 
tion of a particular grievance, which is very seldom, that, pikes: 4 
with a committee of the management and the other labor representa- 
tives in the plant, we might go to a particular machine to observe the 
operation of the machine in the course of collective bargaining nego- 
tiations. That might be possible. 

Mr. Arens. To your knowledge, have you ever been as an individual 
denied access to any segment, any part, any parcel of any of the 17 

lants ¢ 
. Mr. Quinn. The only time I would have any access was when I was 
invited—— 

Mr. Wiis. You are not answering the question—— 

Mr. Quinn. —by the management. 

Mr. Wits. —as I suppose you realize. But I am going to direct 
you to answer it. 

Mr. Quinn. I don’t know what the intention of the question is. 

Mr. Wuuis. All right. 

Mr. Quinn. If he is saying, am I going around snooping into plants, 
ishe? If I get in and nobody is keeping me out? The only timel go 
to the plant is when invited to go there. 

Mr. Wixuis. The question is, have you been denied access to any 
portion of any of these places? 

Mr. Quinn. No. I haven’t been denied because I haven’t been 
asked. 

Mr. Wits. The answer is that you have not been denied? 

Mr. Quinn. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Did you invoke the constitutional privilege against giv- 
ing testimony that might be incriminating before a congressional] 
committee at any time in the past when you were asked a question 
as to whether or not you were, or ever have been, a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) ; 

Mr. Quin. What legislative purpose is that going to serve? 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest this is a very 
crucial question of this interrogation of this witness, and I respect- 
fully suggest the witness now be ordered and directed to answer the 

uestion. 
Mr. Quinn. Since you are aware of that—— 

Mr. Wir11s. Yes, and it has great bearing on his previous testimony. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Wits. And I direct you to answer It. 
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Mr. Quinn. The committee is aware that I used it because you have 
the record, and the reason I used it is because I was fearful and I 
am still fearful. I am fearful of what you are going to do to me 
because of my appearance here today after listening to Mr. Scherer. 

Mr. Scuerrr. You have a right to be fearful. 

Mr. Quinn. Yes, sir, because I know this committee’s intention is 
to try to smear me or frame me and my union and has no other 
purpose. 

. rae Arens. Are you cognizant of the fact that you have been identi- 
-- 

Mr. Scuerer. Just a minute. Did the CIO frame you when it ex- 
pelled you? 

Mr. Quinn. I don’t have anything to do with the CIO. 

Mr. Arens. Are you cognizant of the fact that you have been iden- 
tified under oath before a congressional committee as a person who 
has been a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Quinn. By whom? 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest the witness now 
be ordered and directed to answer that question. 

Mr. Quinn. Can I ask that question, by whom ? 

Mr. Wituts. The question is, are you aware of that fact? 

Mr. Quinn. I ask the question, by whom. 

Mr. Scuerer. I ask you to direct the witness to answer the ques: 
tion. 

Mr. Wituts. You are directed to answer the question now. 

Mr. Quinn. There are two chairmen now. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) , 

Mr. Quinn. I suppose you are referring to Cvetic or Mazzei or 
some of these guys, the guys that are described as FBI undercover 
men. Is that who you are talking about identifying me? 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly answer the question ? 

Mr. Quinn. I am aware that people like that lied about me. 

Mr. Scuerer. Did they lie when they said you were a member of 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Quinn. They did. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever attended any Communist—— 

Mr. Quinn. Of course, they were on the Government payroll when 
they were lying. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever attended any closed Communist Party 
meetings? 

Mr. Quinn. Why would I attend closed Communist Party meet- 
ings if I wasn’t a Communist? 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest the witness now 
be ordered and directed to answer that question. 

Mr. Wits. You are directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Quinn. This is one of those trick questions I suppose. I 
would say that I never knowingly attended—what you call it—a 
closed Communist meeting. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will con- 
clude the staff interrogation of this witness. 

Mr. Scuerer. Were you ever a member of the Communist appa- 
ratus underground, without being a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Quinn. What kind of nonsense is that ? 
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Mr. Scuerer. I ask that you direct the witness to answer the ques- 
tion because there are many persons who never actually held a party 
card, 

Mr. Quinn. I don’t know what it is, what is it? How about you 
telling me what this underground is? 

Mr. Scuerer. Just a minute. Mr. Chairman, we know there are 
many individuals who have been members of the Communist under- 
ground without ever having been a party member of a Communist 
cell. I am asking the witness whether he has ever been a member of 
the Communist apparatus underground in this country. 

Mr. Quinn. You can’t win. Is that it? If you say you are not a 
Communist, why you don’t accept that. You start asking me ques- 
tions about some underground that I don’t know anything about. 

Mr. Scuerer. I ask you to direct the witness to answer. 

Mr. Wits. You are directed to answer. 

Mr. Quinn. So the answer is no. 

Mr. Scuerer. All right. 

Mr. Quinn. Does that make you happy, Mr. Scherer? 

Mr. Scuerer. I have no further questions. 

Mr. Tuck. I have no questions. 

Mr. Wiiuts. The witness is excused. 

We will take an informal recess for just a few minutes. 

(Subcommittee members present: Representatives Willis, Tuck, and 
Scherer. ) 

(A brief recess was taken. ) 

(Subcommittee members present: Representatives Willis, Tuck, 
and Scherer.) 

Mr. Scuerer. Mr. Chairman, before we adjourn for the noon recess, 
I would like to read into the record from the daily proceedings of 
the Eleventh Constitutional Convention of the CIO, held in Cleve- 
land, Ohio, November 2, 1949. I am reading from page 21 of those 
proceedings: 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT— 

1. This Convention finds that the Certificate of Affiliation heretofore granted 
to the United Electrica!, Radio and Machine Workers of America has fallen into 
the control of a group devoted primarily to the principles of the Communist Party 
and opposed to the constitution and democratic objectives of the CIO, and in 


particular to the following declaration in the Preamble of the Constitution of 
the CIO: 


“In the achievement of this task we turn to the people because we 
have faith in them; and we oppose all those who would violate this 
American emphasis of respect for human dignity, all those who would 
use power to exploit the people in the interest of alien loyalties.” 

Without reading the resolution further I ask that this resolution 
which was eventually adopted be included in full in our record at this 
point. 

Mr. Wiuts. It is so ordered. 

(The information referred to follows :) 


NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT: 

1. This Convention finds that the Certificate of Affiliation hereto- 
fore granted to the United Electrical, Radio and Machine Workers 
of America has fallen into the control of a group devoted primarily to 
the principles of the Communist Party and opposed to the constitu- 
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tion and democratic objectives of the CIO, and in particular to the 
following declaration in the Preamble of the Constitution of the CIO: 


“In the achievement of this task we turn to the people be- 
cause we have faith in them; and we oppose all those who 
would violate this American emphasis of respect for human 
dignity, all those who would use power to exploit the people 
in the interest of alien loyalties.”, 


and, in conformance with the provisions of Article IIT, Section 6 of 
our Constitution, this convention hereby expels the United Electrical, 
Radio and Machine Workers of America from the Congress of In- 
dustrial Organizations and withdraws the said Certificate of 
Affiliation. 

2. This Convention recognizes that the overwhelming majority of 
the membership of the United Electrical, Radio and Machine Work- 
ers of America are not members of the Communist Party, and further 
recognizes the desire of the working men and women in the electrical 
and allied industries for a free and autonomous union affiliated with 
the CIO and devoted to the constitutional principles and policies of 
the CIO. 

3. This Convention hereby authorizes and directs the Executive 
Board immediately to issue a Certificate of Affiliation to a suitable 
organization covering electrical and allied workers which will genu- 
inely represent the desires and interests of the men and women in those 
industries. 

4. This convention calls upon the working men and women in the 
electrical and allied industries to join in the building of a strong, 
autonomous union affiliated with the CIO that will fight on a sound 
trade union basis for the interests of its members as workers and 
American citizens and which will join wholeheartedly with the CIO 
in its struggle to obtain the benefits of collective bargaining, includ- 
ing higher wages and better working conditions, to safeguard the 
economic security and promote the social welfare of the workers of 
America, and to protect and extend our democratic institutions and 
civil rights and liberties. 

5. This Convention calls upon all the affiliates of the CIO to sup- 
port with all their strength the determination of the electrical work- 
ers to free themselves from Communist domination and to create a 
strong, aggressive and democratic union affiliated with the CIO. 

With the full support of the CIO, the organized workers in the elec- 
trical and allied industries will win their campaign for freedom from 
the degradation of automatic obedience to a foreign dictatorship. 

A victory here for democratic unionism will strengthen the con- 
stant drive of all American labor against economic monopoly and 
against all those forces which would deny to American working men 
and women the economic security and the democratic liberties which 
belong to all Americans. 

We salute the rank and file members of the VERMWA as the way 
is opened for them to walk out of the shadows of Communist con- 
spiracy, double-talk, division, and betrayal, into the sunlight of de- 
mocracy to be enjoyed in the CIO and cherished and made equally 
available to all men and women who prize freedom, honesty and 
loyalty to their ideals and their union brothers and sisters. 


a 
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In this cause and with this faith, we of the family of CIO shall 
defeat our open and our secret enemies; we shall grow stronger in 
numbers and in moral stature. Thereby the mission of the CLO, as 
stated at its founding, shall be realized in happy men and women, 
secure in their jobs, in their homes and in their trust in one another. 


Mr. Witu1s. The subcommittee will come to order, Let the record 
show specifically that during the recess a moment ago upon the motion 
of Representative Tuck, seconded by Representative Scherer, and 
unanimously carried, it was resolved that this subcommittee recom- 
mend to the full House Committee on Un-American Activities the 
submission to the Department of Justice of the entire record made 
today, including the testimony of other witnesses previously sworn, 
for the purpose of determination by the Department of Justice of 
whether or not the witness Thomas Aico be prosecuted for perjury, 
whether perjury proceedings should be instituted against him; that 
is to say, for the purpose of determining whether perjury prosecu- 
tion should be instituted against that witness or any other witnesses 
whose testimony on the subject may be in conflict or may be involved. 

And that it was further resolved that the staff of this committee 
study the record made up this morning to determine whether or not 
this subcommittee should recommend to the full committee that the 
witness should be cited for contempt of the Congress. 

That is the witness Thomas Quinn. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Wuuts. I suppose we better adjourn. 

Mr. Scuerer. I respectfully suggest, Mr. Chairman, that we would 
adjourn at this time until 2 o’clock. 

fr. Wituts. The subcommittee will stand in recess until 2 o’clock. 

(Whereupon, the hearing in the above-entitled matter recessed at 
12:11 p.m. Wednesday, March 11, 1959, to reconvene at 2 p.m., of 
the same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION, WEDNESDAY, MARCH 11, 1959 


‘ ( —e members present: Representatives Willis, Tuck, and 
cherer. 

Mr. Witus. The subcommittee will please come to order. 

Mr. Scuerer. Mr. Chairman, may I make an observation at this 
time ¢ 

Mr. Wiis. Certainly. 

Mr. Scuerer. At Sona today I was reading today’s Pittsburgh Sun- 
Telegraph. One of its editorials is entitled “The Hidden FBI.” In 
this editorial the Sun-Telegraph pays a fine tribute to the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation and to Mr. and Mrs. Hamp Golden for their 
service to the Government and their patriotism. 

I ask that this editorial be incorporated in the record. 

Mr. Wixuts. Let it be incorporated in the record. 

(The editorial reads as sig 


Tue Hippen FBI 


The Federal Bureau of Investigation sprang another one 
of its incredible traps on the Communist conspiracy in Ameri- 
ca when it was disclosed yesterday that a Crafton man and 
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wife, Mr. and Mrs. Hamp L. Golden, were simultaneously 
Communist Party members and agents for the FBI. 

It has seemed to us that the evident willingness of the FBI 
to uncover its hidden agents for relatively trivial reasons 
demonstrates that there are many, many agents who remain 
uncovered. 

The Goldens’ experience as undercover agents was much the 
same as others previously described. They suffered from the 
scorn of their neighbors for the Communist activities and the 
disfavor of their Red comrades for any participation in nor- 
mal American social or religious life. 

Life under these conditions is never pleasant and sometimes 
dangerous, and the Goldens deserve the thanks of the com- 
munity and the Nation for their services. We can be sure that 
the workings of the Communist conspiracy in this area is 
pretty accurately known because of the patriotism of the 
Goldens and others still unrevealed. 


Mr. Scuerer. It is significant, Mr. Chairman, that this editorial 
is followed by another editorial in the Sun-Telegraph entitled 
“French Communists.” And let us see how significant that editorial 
is. It reads: 


In local elections in France on Sunday the French Com- 
munists were able to restore much of their strength. In a 
word, they again showed a strength of approximately 25 per- 
cent, which makes them a threat to General de Gaulle. Local 
elections in France are generally significant because French 
mayors often are also elected to the national assembly. They 
are very close to the people and express local opinion. What 
this can mean is that some of de Gaulle’s startling popularity 
has worn off. To this challenge General de Gaulle must im- 
mediately respond, as he cannot afford to permit the Commu- 
nists to destroy his regime. It may be necessary for him to 
take strong steps against the French Communists, especially 
because of the Berlin situation. 


Then the editorial concludes with this significant statement: 


The leadership of the French Communist Party is com- 
pletely dominated by the policies of the Kremlin and would, 
if it came to a pinch, betray France in the interest of Russia. 


In the light of the testimony before this committee here in Pitts- 
burgh and the testimony that this committee has taken in other parts 
of the country that last paragraph could easily read, “The leadership 
of the American Communist Party is completely dominated by the 
policies of the Kremlin and would, if it came to a pinch, betray 
America in the interest of Russia.” 

T have nothing further. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectively suggest that there now be 
included in the body of the record a compilation prepared by the re- 
search unit of the staff of the Committee on Un-American Activities 
which contains the listing of persons who now hold, or have held in 
the recent past, key positions in the United Electrical, Radio and 
Machine Workers Union and who have by competent, live witnesses 
under oath been identified as members of the Communist Party. This 
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list does not purport to be all-inclusive. It does list, however, the 
neral secretary, the director of organization, chief counsel, some 
eld organizers and international representatives, all of whom have 
been identified by reliable witnesses under oath before congressional 
committees as members of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Wiis. The documents will be included in the body of the 
record, 

(The information follows :) 


Matles, James J. 


Director of organization James J. Matles, and his first lieutenant 
Julius Emspak, are at the helm of the United Electrical, Radio and 
Machine Workers of America. 

James Matles’ role as a leader in both the Communist Party and the 
UE has been described by several former members of the Communist 
Party in testimony before the Committee on Un-American Activities. 

Although Matles did not formally assume his role as director of 
organization of the UE until 1937, Joseph Zack Kornfeder, in testi- 
mony on September 30, 1939, stated that Matles was a member of the 
Communist Party and one of the principal organizers of the UE. On 
October 30, 1939, William C. McCuistion testified that he first knew 
Matles when the latter was organizational secretary of the Communist 
Party in the New York district. McCuistion further testified that 
Matles was a member of the Central Committee of the Communist 
Party. On April 23, 1940, Thomas H. O’Shea in sworn testimony 
stated that he knew Matles as a Communist and that Matles had 
taken union funds and used them for party purposes. In testimony 
before the Committee on Un-American Activities on July 25, 1947, 
Salvatore Vottis told of his association with Matles in the Communist 
Party and in the UE. The witness described small party fraction 
meetings where strategy was outlined; he stated under oath that 
Matles had attended these meetings, which upon occasion, were held 
at Vottis’ home. 

Louis Budenz testified on October 6, 1949, at hearings conducted 
by a special subcommittee of the House Committee on Education and 
Labor, investigating Communist infiltration of the VERMWA. <Ac- 
cording to Mr. Budenz, Matles was an important member of the New 
York State and National Trade Union Commissions of the Commu- 
nist. Party and was engaged in the Red trade union movements in the 
early 1930s. 

Mr. Budenz further testified he knew Matles later served as the 
“political representative of the Communist Party in the UE” and 
was rated by the party as one of the ablest and most trusted comrades. 
Mr. Budenz then described an occasion on which Mr. Matles made 
a report to the Trade Union Commission of the Communist Party 
on the necessity of Communists getting control of union organization 
in the radio, transport, and maritime industries in the port of New 
York. 

On December 5, 1949 James J. Matles appeared as a witness be- 
fore the Committee on Un-American Activities. He refused to answer 
questions pertaining to his Communist Party membership or activities. 

In March 1957 Federal Judge Walter Bruchhausen revoked the 
citizenship of James J. Matles on the ground that he had misrepre- 
sented the facts regarding his Communist Party affiliation in seeking 
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naturalization. Judge Bruchhausen stated “Matles also committed 
fraud in his petition and oath of allegiance when he stated he re- 
nounced all allegiance and fidelity to any foreign state or sovereignty, 
when in fact he gave allegiance to the Soviet Government and its 
agencies and affiliates.” ? 

On March 20, 1956, when Matles refused to be sworn in at a pre- 
trial examination in connection with the denaturalization proceeding, 
Judge Matthew T. Abruzzo found him to be in contempt of court 
and imposed a 3 month penitentiary sentence on him. 

This sentence, as well as his deportation order, was appealed to the 
Supreme Court. In a decision een down on April 7, 1958 the 
Supreme Court reversed both the denaturalization order against 
Matles and his contempt of court conviction. 

Emspak, Julius 

One of the triumvirate controlling the destiny of the United Elec- 
trical, Radio and Machine Workers union is its general secretary, 
Julius Emspak. 

His “notorious Communist” record ? is well established, as is his in- 
fluence over the union in which he has occupied a position of leader- 
ship since it was first established in 1936. 

The United Electrical, Radio and Machine Workers of America 
came into formal existence at a meeting of several independent unions 
held in Buffalo, New York, in May 1936. Julius Emspak became its 
first secretary-treasurer. The original name for the union was the 
United Electrical and Radio Workers of America. At its second an- 
nual convention in Philadelphia in 1937 the present name was adopted. 

In addition to his positions in the union as its first secretary-treas- 
urer, an Office he still holds, Julius Emspak has been editor of the UE 
News. This official newspaper, published and paid for by its dues- 
paying members, the great bulk of which are loyal Americans, has, 
under the editorship of Emspak, been a consistent propaganda agency 
for the Communist Party. 

On July 25, 1947, in testimony before the Committee on Un-Ameri- 
can Activities Salvatore M. Vottis, a former Communist Party mem- 
ber and union official identified Julius Emspak as a member of the 
Communist Party. On July 14, 1950, in testimony before this com- 
mittee Victor Decavitch testified that he had known Emspak as a 
member of the Communist Party. 

The witness recalled an es AA in which Emspak telephoned na- 
tional Communist Pary secretary Eugene Dennis, and upon complet- 
ing his conversation, declared that certain forces within the Com- 
munist Party had decided to replace Earl Browder. According to 
Mr. Decavitch, Emspak instructed them to prepare the members of 
the Communist Party within the labor unions for the removal of Earl 
Browder as party secretary. 

On October 6, 1948, Louis Budenz testified before a special subcom- 
mittee of the House Committee on Education and Labor investigat- 
ing Communist infiltration of the UE. The former managing edi- 
tor of the Daily Worker identified Julius Emspak as a member of 


2 New York Times, March 27, 1957, p. C—17. 
‘ Br igag Committee on Un-American Activities, House Report No. 1311, Mare'n 29, 
op. 12. 
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the Communist Party whose party name was “Comrade Juniper”. 
Budenz also told of a meeting of the editing committee of the Com- 
munist Party in 1945 where Emspak was praised by John W. Wil- 
liamson as a “tried and trusted comrade, who has always lived up to 
every injunction of the party.” 

In 1949 the Committee on Un-American Activities conducted hear- 
ings regarding the Communist infiltration of labor unions. On De- 
cember 5 of that year Julius Emspak appeared as a witness before the 
committee and refused to answer pertinent questions asked of him by 
the committee. He was thereafter cited for and convicted of contempt 
of Congress. In March, 1951 he was fined $500 and sentenced to six 
months in jail. In 1952 the U.S. Court of Appeals upheld the con- 
viction. However, the Supreme Court on May 23, 1955, overruled the 
lower courts, and reversed the conviction. 


Donner, Frank J. 


Frank Donner was identified as a member of the Communist Party 
by several witnesses in testimony before this committee. 

Herbert Fuchs, a former Communist, testified on December 13, 1955 
that he knew Donner as a member of the Communist Party. On 
December 14, 1955, Mortimer Riemer, another former member of the 
Communist Party, confirmed Fuchs’ testimony regarding Frank Don- 
ner. Donner was again identified by ex-Communist Harry Cooper 
on March 1, 1956. 

On June 28, 1956, Frank Donner appeared as a witness before this 
committee and invoked the first and fifth amendments to the Constitu- 
tion in refusing to answer any questions regarding his membership 
in the Communist Party. 

Subsequent to his appearance before the committee in 1956, Donner 
was appointed general counsel to the United Electrical, Radio and 
Machine Workers of America. He was summoned to appear as a 
witness during the current hearings. His testimony will be found on 
page 455. 


Brashear, Dewey Franklin 


During its investigation of subversion and espionage in defense 
establishments, the Senate Permanent. Subcommittee on Investiga- 
tions heard the testimony of Cyril Sille, a former member of the 
Communist Party. 

On February 20, 1954 Mr. Sille testified that he had attended Com- 
munist Party meetings at which Dewey Brashear was present. 

In testimony before the same subcommittee on January 3, 1955, 
another former Communist, Dante De Cesare testified that he knew 
Dewey Brashear to be a member of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Brashear appeared as a witness before the subcommittee on 
February 20, 1954, at which time he invoked the fifth amendment to 
the Constitution and refused to answer any questions pertaining to his 
Communist Party membership. 

The records of the House Committee on Un-American Activities 
show that Dewey F. Brashear has served as field organizer for the 
United Electrical, Radio and Machine Workers of America. 
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Briney, Harold 


Harold Briney occupied the post of president of UE Local 601 for 
10 years. He has also served the UE in the capacity of field organizer. 

On December 8, 1954, in testimony before the Senate Permanent 
Subcommittee on Investigations, former Communist Frank Nestler 
identified Mr. Briney as a member of the Communist Party. 

Appearing as a witness before the Senate Internal Security Sub- 
committee on November 10, 1953, Briney refused to answer questions 
pertaining to his Communist Party membership. 

On January 3, 1955, in testimony before the Senate Permanent Sub- 
committee on Investigations, Briney denied present party membership 
but invoked the fifth amendment in response to questions regarding 
past membership in the Communist Party. 

Chown, Paul 

Paul Chown has been engaged by the UE in the capacity of field 
organizer. 
~ Mr. Chown was identified as a member of the Communist Party 
by former FBI undercover agent Dickson P. Hill in testimony before 
the Committee on Un-American Activities on December 2, 1953, The 
following day Charles Blodgett, former Communist and reporter 
for the Daily People’s World, also testified that he knew Paul Chown 
as amember of the Communist Party. 

Appearing as a witness before the committee on December 3, 1953, 
Mr. Chown refused to answer all questions pertaining to his Com- 
munist Party membership. 


DeMaio, Ernest 


Ernest DeMaio has been an active leader in the UE since 1936 
when he was a union representative in Shelton, Connecticut. In 1946 
DeMaio was president of UE District 10, covering the Ilinois-Min- 
nesota area. He has also occupied the office of president of UE Dis- 
trict 11 in Chicago, and general vice president of the international 
union. 

On July 14, 1950, Ernest DeMaio was identified as a member of 
the Communist Party by Victor Decavitch, former Communist Party 
member and UE official, in testimony before the Committee on Un- 
American Activities. 

At hearings held by the committee on March 16, 1954, Walter W. 
Rumsey testified that he too knew DeMaio as a Communist. 

Mr. DeMaio was also identified on December 4, 1956, in testimony 
before this committee by Anzelm A. Czarnowski, former undercover 
agent for the Federal Bureau of Investigation. ; 

On December 4, 1956, Mr. Ernest DeMaio appeared as a witness 
before the committee and refused to answer any questions pertain- 
ing to his membership in the Communist Party. 


Dunman, Paul FE. 
Paul Dunman has served in the employ of the UE as a field or- 
anizer. 
? Mr. Dunman was identified as a member of the Communist. Party 
by Arthur Paul Strunk, former undercover agent for the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, in testimony before this committee on Sep- 
tember 13, 1954. 
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Fiering, Clara Wernick 

Clara Fiering has been employed by the UE as a field organizer in 
various sections of the country. 

She was identified as a member of the Communist Party in testi- 
mony before this committee by Victor Decavitch, on July 14, 1940. 

Mrs. Fiering was also identified in testimony before this committee 


on September 13, 1954, and again on June 4, 1956, by Arthur Strunk 
and William Cortor, respectively. 
Fiering, Henry W. 

Henry Fiering has been in the employ of the UE since 1937, and 
has served in various capacities including that of field organizer and 
international representative. 

At hearings held by the committee on June 4, 1956, William W. 
Cortor identified Henry Fiering as a member of the Communist 
Party. Mr. Cortor, a former member of the Communist Party, ceased 
party activities in 1947. In 1951, at the request of the Federal Bu- 
reau of Investigation, he allowed himself to be “reactivated” into 
the party where he served as an undercover agent for the Bureau 
until 1954. 

In his testimony the witness recalled visiting Fiering in 1945. 
Tlis host was then the international representative for the UE in the 
State of Ohio. He introduced Mr. Cortor to another Communist as 
one of his “prize recruits.” 

Mr. Fiering also had previously been identified as a member of the 
Communist Party in testimony before this committee by Arthur 
Strunk on September 13, 1954, and Victor Decavitch on July 14, 1950. 
Under oath, Arthur Strunk described Fiering as a “very active” 
Communist Party member and a “very active” union representative. 
Mr. Decavitch testified that he had been requested to join the Com- 
munist Party by Henry Fiering. His testimony further disclosed 
that Fiering replaced Arthur L. Garfield as UE international repre- 
sentative while the latter served in the armed forces. According to 
the witness, Fiering traveled throughout Ohio and “became a courier 
for the party also. He would carry the messages all over the State.” 

Henry W. Fiering was summoned to appear as a witness before 
the Committee on Un-American Activities on August 30, 1950. He 
testified that he had been employed by the United Electrical, Radio 
and Machine Workers union since 1937 when he was financial secre- 
tary for Local 1108 in St. Louis, Missouri. In 1939 he became a field 
organizer for the international union in Ohio. He advanced to the 
post of international representative in the early 1940’s and retained 
that office until 1948 when he again returned to field organizing. 
From 1946 to 1948 Fiering was UE international representative in 
Winston-Salem, North Carolina, He then moved to Pennsylvania in 
the position of field organizer. : 

Henry Fiering was questioned by the committee regarding the 
affiliation between the UE and the Communist Party. He refused to 


answer questions about his Communist Party membership or activities. 


Fitzpatrick, Thomas J. 
Tom Fitzpatrick entered the employ of the UE in the late 1930's, 


and has served the union in various capacities. He was president of 
UE District 6 for several years but resigned in 1948 to become presi- 
dent of UE Local 601. 
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Mr. Fitzpatrick was identified as a member of the Communist Party 
by several witnesses in testimony before this committee. On July 25, 
1947, James Joseph Conroy stated under oath that Tom Fitzpatrick, 
international vice president of the UE, was a member of the Commu- 
nist Party. 

He was again identified on August 9, 1949, by former Communist 
Charles Edward Copeland, and on February 21, 1950, by Matthew 
Cvetic in testimony before the committee. 

In testimony before the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee on 
November 19, 1953, Frank Nestler identified Tom Fitzpatrick as 
the Communist Party leader in UE Local 601 who made most of the 
decisions for the local. 

On February 21, 1950, Matthew Cvetic told this committee that Tom 
Fitzpatrick was a leading member of the Communist Party movement 
in Western Pennsylvania. He further testified that Fitzpatrick, as 
a member of the District Committee of the Communist Party, often 
reported to the party on the Communists’ progress within the UE. 

On November 12, 1953, at hearings of the Senate Internal Security 
Subcommittee, Mr. Cvetic testified further regarding Tom Fitzpat- 
rick. The witness stated under oath that Fitzpatrick was the head 
of the Electrical Commission of the Communist Party in Western 
Pennsylvania and had received instructions from the party to refuse 
to answer questions when he was called to appear as a witness before 
the Committee on Un-American Activities in August 1949. 

As a witness before the Committee on Un-American Activities on 
August 10, 1949, Mr. Fitzpatrick invoked constitutional privileges in 
refusing to answer questions regarding his Communist Party mem- 
bership and activities. 

He appeared before the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee on 
November 12, 1953, where he again invoked his constitutional 
privileges. 

Fishman, Harry 

Harry Fishman has been employed by the UE in the capacity of 
field organizer. 

Mr. Fishman was identified as a member of the Communist Party 
by former Communist Jack Davis in testimony before the Committee 
on Un-American Activities on April 9, 1954. 


Fried, Emanuel Joseph 
Emanuel Fried was employed by the UE as an international repre- 
sentative. He was identified as a member of the Communist Party 
by Jack Davis in testimony before this committee on April 9, 1954. 
On the same day Mr. Fried appeared as a witness and refused to 
answer any and all questions put to him by the committee. 


Harley, Hugh 

Hugh Harley entered the employ of the United Electrical, Radio 
and Machine Workers as a field organizer in 1940. He has worked 
for the UE in that capacity in several states in the eastern part of 


the country. 
On August 11, 1949, the Committee on Un-American Activities held 
hearings regarding the Communist infiltration of labor unions. A 
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sworn affidavit of Richard W. McClellan was introduced into the rec- 
ord in which Mr. McClellan, a former UE official, stated : 

Harley informed me that he was a member of the Communist Party and 
showed me his dues book as such member. At the invitation of Harley I at- 
tended meetings of the Communist cells in the city of Hrie.* 

Hugh Harley was again identified as a member of the Communist 
Party on April 9, 1954. In testimony before the Committee on Un- 
American Activities, Jack Davis identified Hugh Harley as a mem- 
ber of the official UE family who attended Communist Party meet- 
ings at which Communist affairs as they applied to the UE were dis- 
Haug, Fred 

Fred Haug entered the employ of the UE in 1937 and has been en- 
gaged by the union in the capacities of business agent, field organizer, 
and international representative. 

Mr. Haug was identified as a member of the Communist Party by 
Victor Decavitch on July 14, 1950, and William Cortor on June 4, 
1956 in testimony before the Committee on Un-American Activities. 

Witnesses John Edward Janowitz and Charles Eimer also identi- 
fied Fred Haug as a member of the Communist Party in testimony 
before the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee on April 17, 1952. 

Appearing as a witness before the Senate Internal Security Sub- 
committee on April 18, 1952, Mr. Haug invoked the fifth amendment 
and refused to answer questions regarding his Communist Party 
membership put to him by the subcommittee. 


Haug, Marie Reed 


Marie Haug (Mrs. Fred Haug) has also been employed by the UE 
as a field organizer. She has been identified as a member of the Com- 
munist Party by several former members of the Communist Party. 

Victor Decavitch testified before the Committee on Un-American 
Activities on July 14, 1950. In addition to identifying Mrs. Haug as 
a member of the Communist Party, the witness further testified that 
Mrs. Haug spent more time teaching Communist classes than she did 
organizing for the union. 

testimony before the committee on June 4, 1956 William Cortor 
also identified Mrs. Haug as a member of the Communist Party. 

Mrs. Haug was also identified as a member of the Communist Party 
by former a Neeaatasr Charles Eimer in testimony before the Senate 
Internal Security Subcommittee on April 17, 1952. The followin 
day Mrs. Haug appeared as a witness before the subcommittee a 
pe a to answer pertinent questions put to her by the committee. 


Infante, Joseph 


Joseph C. Infante who was employed by the UE as a field organizer 
was identified as a member of the Ceenairuhies Party by former FBI 
undercover agent Charles V. Regan on October 2, 1957 in testimony 
before this committee. Mr. Regan’s testimony was confirmed on 
October 3, 1957 by Joseph A. Chatley, also a former agent for the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation. 

On June 6, 1957 Mr. Infante appeared as a witness before the Senate 


1Committee on Un-American Activities, hearings regarding Communist Infiltration of 
Labor Unions, pt. 1, Aug. 9, 10, and 11, 1949, p. 637. 
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Internal Security Subcommittee and denied that he was, as of that 
moment, a member of the Communist Party but he invoked the fifth 
amendment and refused to answer questions regarding his past mem- 
bership in the party. Mr. Infante denied knowing Fred Gardner who, 
according to the subcommittee counsel, had testified that Infante “was 
active in the Communist Party.” 

Jiminez, Michael 

Michael Jiminez has been in the employ of the UE in the capacity 
of international representative. Mr. Jiminez was identified as a 
“member of the Communist Party” by FBI undercover agent Fred 
Gardner and was advised of this fact when he appeared as a witness 
before the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee on June 6, 1957. 

Mr. Jiminez denied present party membership but invoked the fifth 
amendment in response to questions regarding his past membershi 
in the Communist Party. Mr. Jiminez also invoked the fifth mene: f 
ment when committee counsel asked him if he knew Fred Gardner who 
had “testified” that Jiminez was a “member of the Communist Party.” 
Kaplan, Harry. 

Harry Kaplan is another identified Communist who has been en- 
gaged by the UE asa field organizer. 

Mr. Kaplan was identified as a member of the Communist Party 
by former FBI undercover agent Harold W. Mosher, during hear- 
ings in connection with an investigation of Communist activities in 
the New Haven, Connecticut area, held by the Committee on Un- 
American Activities on September 24 and 25, 1956. Mr. Mosher 
testified further that Harry Kaplan was a member of the Howe Street 
branch of the Communist Party. 


Lumer, Hyman 

Hyman Lumer, former educational director for the UE in Ohio, 
was identified as a member of the Communist Party by Arthur Strunk 
in testimony before the Committee on Un-American Activities on 
September 13, 1954. On November 26, 1956, former Communist Da- 
vid W. Garfield and former FBI undercover agent Frank Peoples 
also identified Mr. Lumer as a Communist Party member. 

In testimony before the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee on 
April 17, 1952, Edward Janowitz stated under oath that he knew 

yman Lumer when the latter was educational director for the UE. 
The witness testified that he also knew Lumer as a member of the 
Communist Party. 

Testimony of the witnesses further revealed that Hy Lumer was at 
one time educational director for the Communist Party schools in 
Dayton, Ohio, and more recently was a member of the Ohio State 
Committee of the Communist Party. 

Appearing as a witness before the committee on November 27, 1956, 
Mr. Lumer refused to answer questions regarding his Communist 
Party membership and activities. 

Mr. Lumer, who is currently the national education secretary of the 
Communist Party, also testified during the current hearings. Tis 
testimony appetrs in Part 1, page 382 (Current Strategy and Tactics 
of Communists in the United States, Greater Pittsburgh Area). 


Lustig, James 


James Lustig has been one of the leading figures in the United Elec- 
trical, Radio and Machine Workers union since its earliest days, 
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Although his most recent position in the union is that of field or- 
ganizer, Lustig has held the positions of section organizer and dis- 
trict representative of the New York District of the UE in the 1940s. 

On April 23, 1940, Thomas H. O’Shea testified before the Special 
Committee on Un-American Activities. Mr. O’Shea, a former Com- 
munist, identified James Lustig as a member of the Communist Party 
who had been an organizer for the Communist Party in the Bronx 
prior to his position with the UE. 

O’Shea’s testimony was corroborated by Joseph Zack Kornfeder 
on August 11, 1941, in testimony before the Special Committee on 
Un-American Activities. Mr. Kornfeder, a former member of the 
Centra] Committee of the Communist Party and director of labor- 
union activities for the party, stated under oath that at one time Lus- 
tig was engaged in Communist Party work under his direction. The 
witness further testified that Lustig was a former section organizer 
for the Communist Party in the Bronx but that he was then in charge 
of the New York District of the UE. 

At hearings regarding communism in labor unions in the United 
States, held by the Committee on Un-American Activities on July 
25, 1947, James J. Conroy testified that he knew James Lustig as a 
gece of the Communist Party and had attended party meetings 
with him. 

James Lustig was again identified as a member of the Communist 
Party on March 29, 1955, by former Communist Ernest Charles 
Moyer in testimony before the Senate Internal Security Subcommit- 
tee. 

Appearing as a witness before the Commitee on Un-American Ac- 
tivities on April 4, 1946, James Lustig refused to either aflirm or 
deny his Communist Party membership. 


Mates, David 


David Mates was a Communist Party functionary as early as 1930, 
when he was “section organizer of the Communist Party”? and active 
in trade union movements in the Chicago area. In 1934 it was an- 
nounced that Dave Mates would teach “Principles of Communist 
Organization” ? at the Gary, Indiana, Workers School. 

David Mates has been in the employ of the United Electrical, 
Radio and Machine Workers union since 1943 when he was given the 
assignment of field organizer. He was business agent for District 
Council 9 for the year 1948 and was international representative for 
the union in the early 1950's. 

As well as being identified as a Communist in party publications, 
David Mates was identified as a member of the Communist Party in 
testimony before the Commitee on Un-American Activities by former 
FBI undercover agents Milton Joseph Santwire on April 28, 1954, 
and Harold M. Mikkelsen on May 4, 1954. 

Mates’ appearance as a witness before the committee was postponed 
at his request on two occasions. However on April 25, 1955, he 
appeared and wassworn. The witness told the committee that he was 
born in Russia in 1907 and was a citizen by virtue of derivative citi- 
zenship. He refused to answer questions put to him by the commit- 
tee regarding his activities in behalf of, and membership in, the Com- 


munist Party. 


2 Daily Worker, February 17, 1930, page 1 and 8. 
2 Daily Worker, February 10, 1934, page 9. 


| 
j 
d 
3 
L 
) 
) 
ry 
n 
8 
n 
V 
de 
e 
it 
nh 
4 
st, 
1e 
is 


434 PROBLEMS OF SECURITY 


McCann, Joseph 


Joseph McCann was identified as a member of the Communist 
Party by Thomas F. Delaney, former Communist and UE organizer, 
in testimony before the Committee on Un-American Activities on 
October 13, 1952. 

Mr. McCann, who has been employed by the UF as an international 
representative, was also identified as a member of the Communist 
Party by Ernest Charles Moyer in testimony before the Senate In- 
ternal Security Subcommittee on March 29, 1955. The witness also 
told of a conversation he had with the UE official, in which McCann 
told Moyer that he was a member of the Communist Party. 


Muaford, Walter 


Walter Mugford, who has served asa field organizer for the United 
Electrical, Radio and Machine Workers of America, was identified 
as a Communist Party functionary in the UE by former undercover 
agent Matthew Cvetic in testimony before the Commitee on Un-Amer- 
ican Activities on February 22, 1950, and again on March 13, 1950. 


Murdock, William 


William Murdock has been employed by the UE in the capacity 
of field organizer. 

In testimony before the Committee on Un-American Activities on 
April 9, 1954, former Communist Jack Davis identified William Mur- 
dock as a member of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Murdock was again identified as a member of the Communist 
Party on July 19, 1954, by William H. Teto, a former undercover 
agent for the FBI, in testimony before the Senate Permanent Sub- 
committee on Investigations. 

Herbert Philbrick identified Bill Murdock as a member of the Com- 
munist Party in testimony before the Massachusetts Special Commis- 
sion on Communism in January 1956.2 

Mr. Murdock appeared asa witness before the Massachusetts Special 
Commission on Communism in 1955. He refused to answer questions 
of the commission pertaining to his Communist Party membership or 
activities. 

Niebur, Richard 


In testimony before the Committee on Un-American Activities on 
July 14,1950, Victor Decavitch identified Richard Niebur as a member 
of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Decavitch testified further that Niebur, a UE international 
representative, worked for the union for a few years before the Com- 
munists were successful in persuading him to join the Communist 
Party. In the late 1940’s Niebur signed a card and became a member 
of the Communist Party, according to Decavitch. 


Nixon, Russell 

Russ Nixon entered the employ of the United Electrical, Radio and 
Machine Workers of America in November 1941 and was put in charge 
of the union’s Washington office, which was then being opened. He 
has remained in their employ since that time in the capacity of Wash- 


1 Eighth Interim Report of the Massachusetts Special Commission on Communism, 
Report No. 3023, March 1956, p. 48. 
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ington representative, with the exception of service in the Armed 
Forces from 1944-1946. In 1948 for a period of 6 months his services 
were divided between the UE and the Progressive Party. 

On July 14, 1950, Mr. Victor Decavitch testified in public hearings 
before the Committee on Un-American Activities and identified Russ 
Nixon as a member of the Communist Party. 

On October 15, 1952, during the committee’s investigation of Com- 
munist activities in the Philadelphia area, Nixon was again identified 
as a member of the Communist Party. Samuel J. DiMaria, a former 
member of a local commission of the Communist Party whose function 
was to reorganize Communist Party cells within industry, stated under 
oath that Nixon was the person to whom he (DiMaria) had to report 
on the work of the commission, because Nixon was in charge of this 
Communist project on a national basis. Nixon told DiMaria that 
Communist Party organizations had to be rebuilt on a solid founda- 
tion within General Electric, Westinghouse, and RCA plants if the VE 
was to be able to carry on its program and policies within these plants. 

Dorothy K. Funn testified before the Committee on Un-American 
Activities on May 4, 1953. When describing Communist Party lead- 
ers she had known when she was a member of the party, she identi- 
hi Russ Nixon, legislative representative of the UE, as one of those 

eaders. 

In testimony before the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee on 
July 28, 1957, William Aloysius Wallace identified Nixon as a mem- 
ber of the Communist Party, and further testified that it was to Nixon 
he reported when on party business in Washington in 1951. 

Russell Nixon has on two occasions appeared as a witness before 
the Committee on Un-American Activities. He first appeared on 
June 9, 1953, and again on November 13, 1956; on both occasions he 
refused to answer questions put to him by the committee, regarding 
his Communist Party membership or activities. 

Perry, Douglas Net 

Douglas Perry entered the employ of the UE in 1947 when he was 
a business agent for one of its locals. In 1948 he was appointed field 
organizer and has been engaged in that capacity since that date. 

On March 18, 1958, Douglas Perry was identified as a member of 
the Communist Party by Armando Penha, former FBI undercover 
agent, in sworn testimony before the Committee on Un-American Ac- 
tivities. Mr. Penha also testified that Perry had furnished funds for 
— Party expenses and charged them to his expenses for 
the UE. 

On the following day Douglas Perry appeared as a witness before 
the committee and refused to answer questions pertaining to his 
Communist Party membership or activities. 


Quinn, Thomas J. 


Thomas J. Quinn was identified as a member of the Communist 
Party by former FBI undercover agent Matthew Cvetic in testimony 
before the Committee on Un-American Activities in February and 
March 1950. 

Mr. Quinn appeared as a witness before the committee on August 
11, 1949, at which time he testified that he had been a member of the 
UE since 1940, and had occupied the posts of section steward from 
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1944 to 1947, representative of UE District 6 from 1947-1949, and 
was then employed by the UE as a field organizer. 

In response to committee questions regarding Communist Party 
membership, Mr. Quinn said: “I feel that the political beliefs, opin- 
ions, and associations of the American people can be held secret if 
they so desire.” He further stated that he refused “to discuss with 
the committee questions of that nature.” 

Appearing before the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee on 
November 10, 1953, Mr. Quinn testified that he was a representative 
of the UE in East Pittsburgh in the capacity of president of Local 
601. In addition to the union posts mentioned in previous testi- 
mony, Mr. Quinn stated that he was for two years legislative chair- 
man of the local union. 

He refused to answer questions of the subcommittee regarding his 
Communist Party membership or activities. 

Mr. Quinn appeared as a witness during the instant hearings. His 
testimony will be found on page 410. 

Raley, Talmadge 

Another identified Communist who has been in the employ of the 
UF as a field organizer is Talmadge Raley. 

On July 15, 1950, Marjorie Elaine Staiabacee, a former Commu- 
nist who was at one time Raley’s secretary, identified him as a member 
of the Communist Party. 

On July 14, 1950, Raley was identified as a Communist by former 
party member Victor Decavitch. 

Appearing as a witness on July 14, 1950, Mr. Raley refused to 
answer questions respecting his Communist Party membership or 
activities. 

Steiner, Charles 


Charles Steiner has also served in the employ of the UE as a field 
organizer. 

Mr. Steiner appeared as a witness before the Senate Internal 
Security Subcommittee on July 6, 1957. The witness denied that he 
was, at that time, a member of the Communist Party, but when ques- 
tioned by committee counsel regarding past membership in the party, 
Mr. Steiner invoked the fifth amendment: 

Q. “Do you know a man named Arthur Strunk 2?” 

A. “TI decline to answer, and use the fifth amendment.” 

Q. “Do you know that he has stated that you were on the Com- 
munist Party dues list in Dayton, Ohio?” 

A. “I decline to say, and use the privilege.” 

Thamel, William 

On September 13, 1954, Arthur Strunk testified that he had collected 
Communist Party dues from William Thamel. He further testified 
that Thame] was a “very active” member of the Communist Party in 
Ohio anda UE field organizer. 

William Thamel was also identified as a member of the Communist 
Party by two witnesses in testimony before the Senate Internal 
Security Subcommittee on October 13, 1954, by Herman E. Thomas, 
and again on March 29, 1955, by Ernest C. Moyer. 
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Tomassetti, Nichols 


Nicholas Tomassetti has been employed by the UE in the capacity 
of field organizer. 

Mr. Tomassetti was identified as a member of the Communist Party 
by former Communist Jack Davis in testimony before the Committee 
on Un-American Activities on April 9, 1954. 


Tormey, Donald 


Donald Tormey’s first employment with the UE was as an organizer 
in 1941. With the exception of army service in 1942-43, his employ- 
ment in that union (in the capacity of field organizer and later inter- 
national representative) continued at least as late as 1955. 

Tormey’s record as a devoted member of the Communist Party and 
a zealous advocate of Communist principles while serving as a UE 
leader was revealed in public testimony before the Committee on Un- 
American Activities on July 23, 1951, by former FBI undercover 
agent, Herbert Philbrick, and on April 9, 1954, by Jack Davis. 
Tormey was also identified as a Communist by William Teto in testi- 
mony before the Senate Permanent Subcommittee on Investigations 
on July 19, 1954. 

As a witness before the Committee on Un-American Activities on 
October 11, 1951, Mr. Tormey invoked the fifth amendment and re- 
fused to answer any questions inquiring into his Communist Party 
membership or activities. 


Van Tyne, Charles H. 


Former FBI undercover agent Charles V. Regan, in testimony be- 
fore the Committee on Un-American Activities on October 2, 1957, 
identified Charles Van Tyne as a member of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Van Tyne has been employed by the UE as a field organizer. 


Wright, Thomas B. 


In sworn testimony October 6, 1948, before the Special Subcom- 
mittee of the House Committee on Education and Labor investigatin 
Communist infiltration of the UERMWA, Louis Budenz identifie 
Tom Wright, managing editor of the UE News, as an individual who 
came regularly to Communist Party headquarters “for the purpose of 
checking up to see that the UE News was always in line with the 
Daily Worker.” Mr. Budenz further testified that Tom Wright at- 
tended meetings of “Communist” labor editors. 

Confidential information retained in committee files shows that the 
meetings were for Communist labor editors and that Tom Wright 
was one of that group. 

Mr. Wright appeared as a witness during the present hearings. 
His testimony appears on page 438. 


Mr. Arens. The next witness, if you please, Mr. Chairman, will 
be Thomas Wright. 

Kindly come forward and remain standing while the Chairman 
administers an oath. 

Mr. Wits. Please raise your right hand. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give 
will be the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God ? 

Mr. Wricut. I do. 
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Mr. Donner. I renew my objection to the cameras, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Wituis. What was that / 

Mr. Donner. I said I renewed my objection to the cameras. 

Mr. Oh, yes. 

The photographers will respect the protest and desist from taking 
pictures, please. 


TESTIMONY OF THOMAS B. WRIGHT, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
FRANK J. DONNER 


Mr. Arens. Kindly identify yourself by name, residence, and 
occupation ? 

Mr. Wricnur. I am Tom Wright, the managing editor of the UE 
News and I live at 4138 48th Street in Long Island City. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have a middle initial, Mr. Wright? 

Mr. Wricur. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. And a middle name, I take it. Would you kindly give 
us that ? 

Mr. Wricut. Yes. My name is Thomas B. Wright. 

Mr. Arens. And what does the “B” stand for, please, sir? 

Mr. Wricur. Bouton. 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today, Mr. Wright, in response 
to a subpena which was served upon you by the House Committee 
on Un-American Activities ? 

Mr. Wnicur. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. And you are represented by counsel ? 

Mr. Wricur. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, kindly identify yourself on this record. 
iz Mr. Donner. Frank J. Donner, 342 Madison Avenue, New York 

ity. 

- How long have you been employed as the editor of UE 
ews? 

Mr. Wrieur. Sir, I am not the editor. I am the managing editor. 
me Arens. The managing editor—I beg your pardon—of UE 

ews? 

Mr. Wricur. I have been managing editor of the UE News, well, as 
long as there has been a UE News. It is a matter of 20-odd years, I 
should say. Approximately 20 years. 

: Mr. Arens. And UE News is published by what group or organiza- 
tion ? 

Mr. Wrient. It is published by the United Electrical, Radio & 
Machine Workers, sir, the UE. 

Mr. Arens. Is there a board of editors or directing entity of the 
UE News? 

Mr. Wricut. I am not quite sure I follow you. The constitutional 
editor of the UE News is the secretary-treasurer of the union. There 
is a provision of the constitution of the union that the secretary-treas- 
urer shall be the editor of the UE News. 

Mr. Arens. Who is he, please, sir, now ? 

Mr. Wrieut. He is Julius Emspak. He is now and has been since 
the union was founded. 

Mr. Arens. And you may have said so a moment ago but I don’t 
believe the record is quite clear, at least my recollection isn’t quite 
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clear. What is Julius Emspak’s status in the UE News? What title 
does he bear? 

Mr. Wrieurt. Editor, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Is he your immediate superior ? 

Mr. Wricur. Yes, I would think that was correct. 

e = Arens. Tell us, if you please, sir, what entity prints the UE 
News 

Mr. Wrieur. Entity? Do you mean—— 

Mr. Arens. What company ? 

Mr. Wricur. You mean ae is our printer ? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wricur. We are printed by a firm in East Fourth Street. I 
don’t see what possible relevance that has to inquiry into sabotage or 
espionage or blowing up powerplants, as you gentlemen have sug- 
gested during the earlier parts of this hearing was for the purpose of 
your inquiry. 

I would like to say to you, sir, that as far as any question of sabotage 
or espionage, no organ of the union nor any member of the union so 
far as we have ever been able to discover or so far as any responsible 
authority has ever charged, has ever been guilty of any of these things; 
and I think that it wasn’t quite candid of. this committee when it had 
three men from the Department of Defense here and when Mr. Arens 
was spinning his web and, as a matter of fact, giving 99 percent of the 
testimony that was heard this morning, that you should not have 
asked them at that time if they had examples of sabotage or espionage 
that involved in any way this union. I am perfectly certain the 
answer would have been no. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly answer the last outstanding principal 
question, namely, what company prints the UE News? 

Mr. Scuerer. For the record we might note that most of Russia’s 
early atomic knowledge came as the result of espionage in this country. 
(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Wricnt. I don’t think it really makes a great deal of difference, 
sir, in this instance. The name of the firm that does the actual print- 
ing work on the UE News is the International Newspaper Printing 
Co. of New York City. 

Mr. Arens. Has the Trade Union Service, Inc., ever printed the 
UE News? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Wrreur. I think, sir, under the circumstances as you have an- 
nounced in advance of my appearance here and during the conclusion 
of the testimony of the last witness, that you intend entrapment of 
any witness you could find. 

Mr. Wiru1s. No such statement or intimation was made. 

Please answer the question. i 

Mr. Wricut. That 1s the way I interpret it, sir. 

Mr. Wiuus. Allright, sir. Go ahead. 

Mr. Wricur. I shall decline to answer that question on the grounds 
it has nothing to do with this inquiry, that is, the inquiry was set 
forth, and that it is a completely irrelevant thing that I don’t see 
any reason why it should become involved in this sort of remote area. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully request the witness be 


ordered and directed to answer the question. 
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Mr. Wiuus. You, of course, have not invoked any constitutional 
grounds. So I order and direct you to answer the question. 

Mr. Wricur. I shall not answer this question, sir. I do not in- 
tend to indulge you in any fishing expedition to remote issues, issues 
unrelated to the inquiry, issues that involve an attempt to intimidate 
and smear the editor of the newspaper of the union. 

Mr. Wiis. You are directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Wrient. And I shall invoke all constitutional privileges, the 
first amendment to the Constitution, which completely prohibits you 
in making any inquiries of this sort from me. I am not answerable to 
you, sir, and I am not answerable to Congress for what is in the 
UE News or where it is published or who writes it or what they think 
or what they have said in the past or what they shall say in the future. 
; ~e ae So you invoke the protection of the first amendment, 
is that it? 

Mr. Wricut. And I absolutely invoke my constitutional privileges 
for all of the reasons you have given me. 

Mr. Wits. Under the first amendment? 

Mr. Wricur. The first amendment and the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Do you honestly apprehend, if you told this com- 
mittee whether or not Trade Union Service has been the printer of 
UE News you would be supplying information which might be used 
against you, sir, in a criminal proceeding ? 

Mr. Wricur. I am perfectly sure that if I were to enter into these 
fields I would be placed in jeopardy by this committee. This com- 
mittee has many unlawful and unconstitutional ways of harassing and 
punishing people and it has exercised them very abundantly in the 
past, as you, Mr. Arens, certainly know. 

Mr. Scuerer. It is only the courts that can do that. 

Mr. Wricut. No, sir, that is not true. That is not true. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest this witness be 
ordered to answer the last outstanding question, namely: Do you, 
sir, honestly apprehend that if you told this committee truthfully, 
while you are under oath, whether or not the Trade Union Service 
to your certain knowledge has been the printer of UE News, you 
would be supplying information which might be used against you 
in acriminal proceeding ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Wriecurt. I stand on my answer, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest the record now 
reflect a direction of the witness to answer that question. 

Mr. Wiis. Yes. You are directed. 

Mr. Wricurt. I stand on my answer, sir. I have given you my 
reasons for refusing to answer. 

Mr. Arens. How long has the present pas printed UE News? 

Mr. Wricnt. Well, different times, sir. I can’t tell you. 

Mr. Arens. How long over the present time? 

Mr. Wricut. At the present time? 

Mr. Arens. How long has the present firm been publishing or 
printing UE News? : 

Mr. Wricur. Oh, it is a matter of just——oh, now, wait a minute, 
sir. He printed it years ago for a period of years. I can’t tell you 
just how many. I just don’t recall. 
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Mr. Arens. How long has the present firm that prints UE News 
been printing it ? 

Mr. Wrieur. You will have to allow me some latitude of explana- 
tion, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Go right ahead, sir. 

Mr. Wricur. Because it hasn’t been, it isn’t all one operation, you 
see. I would say he had been doing printing composition for a matter 
of three years, roughly, printing I can’t be sure. It is a matter of a 
number of years longer. 

Mr. Arens. In the course of the last several years has the printer 
who prints UE News, the printing firm, likewise been printing Stu- 
dent. Advocate, the National Guardian, People’s Press, Hotel and 
Club Voice, and other publications of like variety, to your certain 
knowledge ¢ 

Mr. Wricur. At the present time, I believe he prints the National 
Guardian. I don’t think he prints any of the others, but I am not 
sure, sir. He prints a great variety of papers, not all union papers, 
some a good deal of commercial work, and I am not familiar with 
what he prints. 

Mr. Arens. Were you ever president of the Trade Union Service, 
Incorporated ¢ 

Mr. Wricur. I told you, sir, that I am not going to go into that 
field. 

Mr. Arens. I put it to you as a fact, sir, that you were as of Sep- 
tember 19, 1955, president of the Trade Union Service, Incorporated, 
which printed a number of Communist publications. If that is not 
so, kindly deny it while you are under oath. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Wricur. In September 1955? Well, it is not so, sir. But I 
don’t intend here to either affirm or deny it. I am going to— 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Wricur. 1 declare to you that I refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Scuerrer. Wait aminute. You said it is not so. 

Mr. Wituts. He is referring to a particular month in a particular 
year so counsel is now asking a more general question. 

Mr. Arens. That is right. 

Have you ever been president of Trade Union Service, Incorpo- 
rated ? 

Mr. Wricur. I am not going to answer that, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Why? 

Mr. Wricur. On the constitutional grounds and other grounds that 
I have previously given to you. 

; Mr. ABEN®. Was Trade Union Service controlled by the Communist 
arty 

Mr. Wricur. Iam not going to answer that, sir. 

Mr. Arens. What is the present circulation of UE News? 

Mr. Wrieur. I am not able precisely to tell you. 

Mr. Arens. Your best estimate. 

Mr. Wrieur. My best estimate would be around 100,000. 

Mr. Arens. I couldn't hear you. 

Mr. Wrieur. Around 100,000. 

Mr. Arens. How often is the publication issued ? 

Mr. Wricur. It is issued every other week. 
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Mr. Arens. And do the individual members of UE all receive 
copies of UE News? 

r. Wricutr. They should, sir. It is their constitutional privilege 
to receive. 

Mr. Arens. Is the payment of their dues covered in the cost of 
publishing of UE News, in other words, I could probably put the 
question a little clearer this way. When a member of the UE pays 
his dues, do those dues cover the cost of sending to him the UE News 
every couple of weeks? 

Mr. Wricut. Well, I can answer you, I think, responsively this 
way, Mr. Arens. The UE News is published by the UE, and the UE 
News has no independent source of income and the UE has no other 
source of income than the dues of its membership. Does that respond 
to your question, sir ? 

Mr. Arens. No, not quite. I think we are not quibbling with each 
other, but I think the record isn’t clear at this point. Does the in- 
dividual member of UE have to subscribe to UE News in addition 
to paying his dues as a prerequisite to receiving UE News? 

{r. Wricur. Asa separate and individual account ? 

Mr. Arens. Yes. That isthe question. 

Mr. Wrieut. I am not sure of this because this is an area that 
doesn’t affect my work or that I have nothing to do with. I believe 
there may be something in his——-I can’t even tell you if there is some- 
thing in his membership application. I don’t know. It seems to me 
that what you are trying to ask me is, Does the union pay for the 
paper; do the dues pay for the paper? Well, in the sense that the 
union has no other source of income and the paper has no independent 
source of income, the dues, I suppose you would say, pay for the paper. 

Mr. Arens. I think the record is clear. 

Mr. Scuerer. The membership in the union entitles him also to 
acopy of the News? 

Mr. Wricut. Entitled to it. 

Mr. Arens. Your immediate superior, you say, is Julius Emspak 
as editor, is that correct? 

= Wricur. He is the editor of the paper and I am the managing 
editor. 

Mr. Arens. Does he have any type of editorial board that collab- 
orates with him in setting the —— 

Mr. Wricur. I see what you are driving at. 

Mr. Arens. ——policy ? 

Mr. Wricur. I didn’t understand you before, sir. The policy of 
the UE News is the policy of the UE. It is. It always ion been. 
It is determined through the constitutional organs of the union. The 
policy is set by conventions which are held annually, and people from 
our locals democratically elected between those times, the general ex- 
ecutive board conducts the policy of the union. The officers conduct 
the policy of the union and the policy of the paper reflects the policy 
of the union. Now, it has been suggested, sir, quite often, that the 
policy of the UE News is dominated by interests other than the union 
or that it reflects interests and policies other than the policies of the 
union and I declare specifically to you, now, that that is not so. 

Mr. Arens. Would you please answer the question? Is there an 
editorial board or a ‘Sead of officers, who participate with Emspak 
in running the paper 
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Mr. Wricut. In a formal sense, sir? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wricut. I don’t know. There isn’t any formal editorial board. 
Everyone participates. We have a very democratic organization and 
we all in general discuss policy, the policies and application and so 
on and so on. I don’t think there is the sort of thing that you seem 
to be asking about. 

Mr. Arens. As your superior officer, does Emspak tell you what 
editorials to write and what policy to pursue in the UE News from 
month to month ? 

Mr. Wricut. No, sir. 

Mr. Arens. What does he do as editor? 

Mr. Wrieurt. Well, if there is a question he does not from month 
to month or from week to week or in any immediate direct way except 
as an issue may from time to time come up he may suggest to me or 
to others——we don’t stand very much on formality, sir, we are not 
a very bureaucratic organization—that here is an area that might 
be covered or that here is an issue that we might raise or a polemic 
that we might engage in with the General Electric Company, for ex- 
ample, or in any of the areas and fields that we consider proper for 
our publication. 

Mr. Arens. Does the director of organization, James Matles, par- 
ticipate in the operation of the UE News? 

Mr. Wricut. Yes, and many others, sir, in the same way. 

Mr. Arens. What is the area of participation by James Matles in 
the publication of UE News? 

Mr. Wricerr. It is general, sir. There is no specific area. 

Mr. Arens. I understand you to assert a few moments ago that the 
UE News was free from any influence, from any entity other than the 
entity of UE. Is that correct, or substantially correct ? 

Mr. Wricur. That is substantially correct, sir. It would be prego 
to say, I suppose, of everyone on earth that he is influenced by the 
world around him and by anyone that might be in it or any views 
that might be expressed. But what I intend to convey to you, sir, is 
that there is no organization or organ or outfit of any kind outside 
of the UF itself that can or does or will or ever has determined the 
editorial policy of the UE News. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know any organization outside of UE itself 
to which Matles and Emspak belong? 

Mr. Wricur. No, sir, I don’t. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know whether or not Emspak or Matles are 
members of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Wricur. No, sir. It is my opinion that they are not. 

Mr. Scuerer. You know that they have been identified before 
ps agen committees by more than one witness in public session 
under oath as having been members of the Communist Party at one 
time; do you not? 

Mr. Wricut. Sir, you have been on this committee quite a long 
time and I have been around quite a long time. I don’t expect that 
we would agree in public in our estimate of the sort of testimony that 
this committee customarily elicits. My estimate of it is very low. 
And the kind of testimony that you get before it—— 

Mr. Scuerer. That is how you characterize the Golden testimony 
before this committee yesterday ? 
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Mr. Wrieur. I am not familiar with it, sir. 

Mr. Scuerer. Will you answer the question, whether you know—— 

Mr. Wricur. This doesn’t interest me. I told you, sir. 

Mr. Scurrer. I didn’t ask you whether it influences you. 

Mr. Wricur. I misunderstood you. I don’t believe it. 

Mr. Scuerer. I misunderstood you. That is not the question I 
asked you, sir, whether it influences you, whether you have a high 
opinion or a low opinion of the testimony. My question is, Do you 
have knowledge of the fact that witnesses have testified before this 
committee under oath that these two gentlemen are members of the 
Communist Party. Do you have knowledge of that fact? That is 
all Tam asking you. 

Mr. Wricur. Let me put it this way, sir. 

Mr. Scuerer. Mr. Chairman, I ask you to direct the witness to 
answer. 

Mr. Wricur. Let me point this out. I can’t recall having been 
present when that was done. I believe I read various newspaper 
accounts and so on and I think you could say it is a pretty general 
knowledge that there has been a long, sustained effort to discredit 
and attack and smear the officers of the union and staff and its organs 
and the work that it tries to do. 

Mr. Scuerer. You say you read about it in the newspaper. Doesn't 
your office, the UE office, have copies of every hearing of this com- 
mittee, particularly those hearings in which the high ranking officers 
of UE have been identified? Isn’t it a fact that you know the names 
and background of every individual who has appeared before this 
committee and identified officers of your union ? 

Mr. Wricnr. I certainly would hate to have to enumerate them to 
you. No, sir, that is not a fact. It is a fact that we do have copies 
of some proceedings of this committee. By no means all. And I 
can’t—I can’t even testify of my own knowledge that we have copies 
of all in which officers have appeared or if that is what you are talk- 
ing about. I should think we would have. 

Mr. Scuerer. I didn’t say all of the copies of all of the hearings. 
But you certainly do have copies of the hearings in which UE officials 
have been identified under oath before this committee as members of 
the Communist conspiracy. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Scuerer. I think you are a much more efficient organization 
than not to have those records before you. 

Mr. Wricur. Is there a question, sir? 

Mr. Arens. Are you now or have you ever been a member of the 
Communist Party? 

Mr. Wricur. Well, sir, without conceding that you have any right 
to ask me that question, and for all and including in my answer all 
the objections to answering the other questions that I have refused to 
answer, that is, that this committee is without jurisdiction to ask me 
that, that this hearing is in essence a fraud, in that you made it appear 
this morning that it was a hearing on a bill, and you brought up an 
array of defense officials to support and give sort of glorification to 
this proceeding, and only at the end of it announced that the bill 
wasn’t even before the committee, and because this committee has a 
long and disgraceful record of hounding, harassing people and 
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punishing them by unconstitutional and extra-legal means, that is 
subjecting them to Seeapeny and smear and public scrutiny and 
public appearance of this sort here before photographers and televi- 
sion and so on, taking all that into account, I am going to say this to 
you: I am not a member of the Communist Party and I don’t intend, 
Mr. Arens, to play with you, your famous one o’clock, two o’clock, 
three o’clock game. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Wricur. I have answered you, sir. I have answered you. I 
told you that as of now I am not and I do not intend to answer you 
for all of the reasons that I have enumerated behind this instant. 

Mr. Scuerer. Just a minute. The record isn’t clear. Mr. Chair- 
man, I ask that you direct the witness to answer the question whether 
he has ever been a member of the Communist Party. He just said he 
doesn’t intend to answer but he hasn’t invoked his constitutional 
privilege, if he intends to invoke it. 

Mr. Wituis. That is correct. You are directed to answer the ques- 
tion and I know we won’t quibble. 

Mr. Wricut. No. I thought I had invoked the privilege, sir, by 
telling you that for all the reasons that 1 had enumerated when I re- 
fused to answer previously. That included what I said it included, 
the first amendment, it included the fifth amendment and I specifi- 
cally invoke them if there is any doubt in your mind about it, sir. 
I didn’t wish to leave you in doubt. 

Mr. Scuerer. Now, wait a minute. I think the record isn’t clear. 

Mr. Wricur. I refuse to answer that question for all the reasons 
that I have given. I refuse to go with you beyond this point. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly tell the committee have you been a 
member of the Communist Party any time since you were served with 
vour subpena to appear before this committee today ? 

Mr. Wricut. No,sir. Iam not going to go into that, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Did you resign 

Mr. Scuerer. Wait a minute. Now, Mr. Arens, keep this record 
straight. I ask the chairman to direct the witness to answer the ques- 
tion of Mr. Arens. I understand his own answer was that he refused 
to go beyond this point. He hasn’t refused to answer and hasn’t 
invoked any constitutional privileges, if he intends to do so. 

Mr. Wricut. Well, sir, how do you say that? I do specifically—— 

Mr. Wiuts. There is a question outstanding right now. And you 
are simply saying you are not going to go into it. 

Mr. Wricur. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. The question outstanding is have you been a member 
of the Communist Party at any time—— 

Mr. Wricur. Iam not going to answer that question. 

Mr. Arens. since you received your subpena to appear be- 
fore this committee today ¢ 

Mr. Wricnr. I have told you that I am not going to answer that 
question. Of course 

Mr. Wituts. For the identical grounds? 

Mr. Wricurt. The identical grounds I have outlined repeatedly. 

pr li as Including the invocation of the first and fifth amend- 
ments 

Mr. Wricut. Yes, and including this committee’s record, history 
and lack of authority in this proceeding. 
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Mr. Arens. Did you resign technical membership in the Communist 
Party after you were served with your ames to appear before 
this committee so that you could appear and assert that you were 
not presently a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Wricut. Haven't I answered you that question, sir? 

Mr. Arens. No, sir. And I respectfully suggest, Mr. Chairman, 
that we insist upon an answer to that question. 

Mr. Wius. It is a specific question to which you must respond. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) _ 

Mr. Wricut. Well, I don’t want to appear to be quibbling with you, 
sir. I have told you that I don’t intend to answer any of these ques- 
tions and that for all of the reasons that I have said. Now if you—— 

Mr. Arens. Let’s get the record clear. 

Mr. Wricut. —if your purpose is here simply to continue to ask 
me what is essentially the same question—— 

Mr. Arens. No. Our purpose here is to develop new information 
about Communist techniques. 

Mr. Wricur. And then to holler “Communist, Communist, Com- 
munist, were you yesterday, the day before, the day before, the day 
before, the day before.” I think, sir, that this makes somewhat of a 
mockery of this proceeding and that having given you my answer now 
and having told you that I didn’t intend to answer on any of these 
questions in between—— 

i Wits. If you had it your way, we wouldn’t be questioning you 
at all. 

Mr. Wricut. I think that would be true of any decent person that 
understood the history of this committee, sir. 

Mr. Wis. That is your opinion. 

Mr. Scuerer. Just a minute. He said I have been on this commit- 
tee a long time. I have seen experts dance around these questions and 
then when you look at the cold record there is not a proper declina- 
tion; I submit the record as it now stands does not show a declination 
to answer this erg: question. 

Mr. Wiiuts. That is absolutely right and I order you to answer it 
and I do so—— 

Mr. Wricut. What is the question, sir, please, that you seem to 
think you have before you? 

Mr. Arens. The question is did you resign technical membership in 
the Communist Party after you received your subpena to appear be- 
fore this committee solely for the purpose of being able to take an 
— -_ say you were not presently a member of the Communist 

art 

Mr. Wricur. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Arens. Why? 

Mr. Wrienr. On all of the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Scuerer. Now we are all right. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly tell us whether or not you intend to 
reaffiliate with the Communist Party as soon as you are released from 
your subpena and the pains and penalties of perjury ? 

Mr. Wricurt. No, sir, I do not, because I think you knew all of the 
time perfectly well. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will conclude 
the staff interrogation of this witness. 
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Mr. Wituts. The witness is excused. 
Mr. Wricur. Do I sign a voucher? 
Mr. Scurrer. Mr. Chairman, I think he has objected to taking of 

pictures. 

Mr. Wricur. I don’t object particularly, sir, if it is a bona fide 
member of the press. I do somewhat object if you have agents here 
that are flashing lights in our faces to disconcert us. 

Mr. Scuerer. The only agents that are here are agents of the press 
and local television and radio stations. 

(Witness excused.) 

Mr. Wituts. We will take two minutes informal recess. 


(Subcommittee members present: Representatives Willis, Tuck, and 
Scherer. ) 

Brief recess. ) 

Subcommittee members present: Representatives Willis, Tuck, 
and Scherer.) 

Mr. Wituts. The subcommittee will please come to order and coun- 
sel will call the next witness. 

Mr. Arens. John W. Nelson, kindly come forward and remain 
standing while the Chairman administers an oath. 

Mr. Wits. Please raise your right hand. ‘ 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give 
will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God. 

Mr. Nexson. I do. 

Mr. Donner. May the cameras be halted ? 
Mr. Wits. Yes. 


TESTIMONY OF JOHN W. NELSON, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
FRANK J. DONNER 


Mr. Arens. Kindly identify yourself by name, residence, and occu- 
pation. 

Mr. Netson. John W. Nelson, 2656 Putnam Drive, Erie, Pa. I 
am President of Local 506 of the United Electrical, Radio and Ma- 
chine Workers. 

Mr. Arens. Please tell us, Mr. Nelson, the jurisdiction geographi- 
cally of Local 506? 

Mr Nexson. Local 506 is the certified bargaining agent for the 
production and maintenance ‘workers at the Erie plant at the General 
Electric Company. 

Mr. Arens. And how many persons are in Local 506, please, sir? 

Mr. Nerson. At the present time, due to considerable number of 
layoffs, I would say approximately 2,500. 

Mr. Arens. How long have you been president of 506? 

Mr. Netson. I have been the president for fifteen years. 

Mr. Arens. Where are you employed ? 

Mr. Netson. I am employed, as I stated, by Local 506 at the United 
Electrical Workers. 

Mr. Arens. I said where. Where is your place of employment? 
Mr. Netson. In Erie, Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Arens. Where in Erie, Pennsylvania? 

Mr. Netson. 3923 Main Street. 
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Mr. Arens. Have you ever been employed—— 

Mr. Identify counsel. 

Mr. Arens. I beg your pardon. 

You are appearing today in response to a subpena which was served 
upon you by the House Commitee on Un-American Activities / 

Mr. Netson. For no other reason. 

Mr. Arens. You are represented by counsel ? 

Mr. Netson. I am. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, kindly identify yourself. 

Mr. Donner. My name is Frank J. Donner. My office is 342 Madi- 
son Avenue, New York City. 

Mr. Arens. During the last fifteen years, you say you have been 
president of Local 506? 

Mr. Netson. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Have you been employed elsewhere in addition to your 
presidency of Local 506 in the course of that period of time? 

Mr. Netson. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Give us the principal employments which you have 
had in addition to your presidency of Local 506, please. 

Mr. Netson. I was employed by the General Electric Company. 

Mr. Arens. Over what period of time, please, sir? 

Mr, Newson. From May 1, 1941, until March 11, 1954. 

Mr. Arens. In what capacity were you employed by GE? 

Mr. Nevson. I was a machine setup man. 

Mr, Arens. And what caused your disassociation from GE in 
1954? 

Mr. Netson. I was discharged from the General Electric Company 
on that date. 

Mr. Arens. Why? 

Mr. Nevson. Because I had appeared previously as you well know, 
you are counsel for the Butler Committee, and because I availed 
myself of my constitutional privilege I was discharged by the Gen- 
eral Electric Company. 

Mr. Arens. But you continued as president of Local 506, is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Netson. I did. 

Mr. Arens. Was your period of service as president of Local 
506 interrupted in any manner ? 

Mr. Netson. No. 

Mr. Arens. Suspended in any manner after your appearance before 
the Internal Security Subcommittee and after your discharge from 
General Electric in 1954? 

Mr. Netson. No. I think it is quite obvious that my membership 
had a better appreciation of the constitutional rights of American 
citizens than did the General Electric Company and therefore there 
was no interruption in my tenor as president. 

Mr. Scuerer. Did the General Electric Company discharge you, 
as you say, because you invoked the fifth amendment when asked 
about your Communist Party membership by the Senate Internal 
Security Subcommittee or did it discharge you because of the evidence 
that was adduced concerning your Communist Party activities? 

Mr. Netson. As I stated previously, the company discharged me 
because I availed myself of my constitutional privilege. 
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Mr. Arens. Have you ever signed a non-Communist affidavit under 
the law as an officer of a labor organization ? 

Mr. Netson. I have. 

Mr. Arens. When was the last one you signed ? 

Mr. Netson. Oh, I would say to the best of my recollection July 
of 1958. No. I believe there was one more recent than that. I be- 
lieve it was October of 1958, I am not certain of that date. But 
it was somewhere in that area. 

‘ —% Arens. Were the statements contained in the affidavit truth- 
ul? 

Mr. Nerson. I am certain they were. If they weren’t, I am sure 
that the Justice Department long ago would have taken appropriate 
action. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now, or have you ever been a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Nerson. As you stated, I affirm, I have signed the non-Com- 
munist affidavit annually at least once a year for the past ten years. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Scuerer. Lask you to direct the witness. 

Mr. Nexson. I am certain, as I said before, if there were anything 
wrong with the aflidavits that I submitted, the Justice Department 
long ago would have taken a action. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now, or have you ever been a member of the 
Communist Party? That is the principal question that is outstand- 
ing, please, sir. 

Mr. Nevson. I think that my affidavit states that Iam not a member 
of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest the witness now 
be ordered to answer that question, 

Mr. Wiis. Yes, you are directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Netson. I have answered that question, Mr. Chairman. I said 
T am not, as my aftidavit indicates, a member of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been a member of the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. My affidavit speaks for itself. 

Mr, Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest the witness now 
be ordered to answer the question. 

Mr. Neuson. I decline to answer the question in the manner in 
which the question is put. I have indicated my answer, that I am not 
a member of the Communist Party, that I signed affidavits annually, 
at least one a year for the past 10 years. 

Mr. Arens. In these affidavits which you have signed 

Mr. Wituis. That is not particularly clear. 

Mr. Arens. I can explore it with reference to the affidavit to clear 
up this point, if you please. 

Mr. Scuerer. There ought to be a direction to answer the question 
which there has 

Mr. Wiis. Are you now a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Netson. I think I said I was not. I said it three times. 

Mr. Wiis. Wait a minute. 

Mr. Arens. The outstanding 


Mr. Wis. Let’s not equivocate. Are you now a member of the 
Communist Party ? 
Mr. Netson. I said that I was not. 
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Mr. Wiru1s. And you now said—— 

Mr. Netson. Is that clearnow? Iam not. 

‘. Mr. Wiss. Now, have you ever been a member of the Communist 
arty 

Mr. Netson. I said if I had been a member of the Communist Party 
and signed affidavits saying that I was not, I am sure the Justice De- 
partment would have done something about it. 

Mr. Wits. Now you have not answered my question and I order 
you to answer it. 

. The question is, Have you ever been a member of the Communist 
arty / 

Mr. Netson. My affidavit says that Iam not. My affidavit says that 
I have not been, and that is my answer. 

Mr. Wits. You have not answered my question. 

Proceed. 

Mr. Arens. Now, the affidavit which you have signed, the Taft- 
Hartley affidavit only states, does it not, on membership in the Com- 
munist Party, that you are not then at that instant of signature a 
member of the Communist Party, is that not correct ? 

Mr. Netson. Well, I don’t wish to engage in semantics on the ques- 
tion of then or now or anything of that kind. As far as I am con- 
cerned you know what the affidavit means. I know what the affidavit 
means. I know what the penalty for falsifying the affidavit is, and I 
assure you that I am not placing myself in jeopardy by signing a false 
affidavit. It means exactly what it says. 

Mr. Arens. Now, the affidavit says, does it not, sir, the affidavit that 
you signed, “I am not a member of the Communist Party or affiliated 
with such party,” is that correct, is that the affidavit you signed ? 

Mr. Netson. That is what it says. 

Mr. Arens. As of the time you signed the last Taft-Hartley affi- 
davit in 1958, were you a person who had ever been a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Netson. You have my answer. 

Mr. Scuerer. All right. We haven’t the answer. 

Task you, Mr. Chairman, to direct the witness to answer that ques- 
tion. 

Mr. Wit1its. You are directed to answer the question. You are 
not answering it. 

Mr. Nerson. Mr. Chairman, I endeavored to answer the question 
honestly and fully that I have signed affidavits—— 

Mr. Wiiuts. We are not talking about affidavits at all. This is 
something brandnew. 

Mr. Netson. —under the Taft-Hartley since 1949 which says that 
I am not a member of the Communist Party. And I will not go 
beyond the period which is covered by the affidavit. I will not go 
beyond that period because I do not believe it to be relevant or per- 
tinent to the stated purpose of this particular committee. 

Mr. Wiu1s. All right. In other words, you signed or have signed 
non-Communist affidavits once a year, is that correct ? 

Mr. Netson. At least once a year. 

Mr. Wiis. At least once a year. And that affidavit provides that 
on the day, on the respective days that you have signed those affi- 
davits you swore that on those days, let us say maybe twelve times, 
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that the only thing you have sworn to in those affidavits if you signed 
twelve of them, that on those twelve days that you signed them that 
you were not then a member of the Communist Party. That is all 
those affidavits provide for, isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Netson. Well, I am not so naive as to believe that the late 
Senator Taft and his associates who drew up the Taft-Hartley law 
were so foolish as to put in the Taft-Hartley law an amendment that 
covered the moment that I placed my pen on the paper. The affi- 
davit means exactly what it says, that for the past 10 years and any 
given moment of those 10 years that you can name or anybody else 
—_ name, I was not a Communist, or a member of the Communist 

arty. 

Mr. Wuuts. Now, let me ask you, forgetting the affidavits, have 
you been a member of the Communist Party at any time for 1 min- 
ute, or 3 hours, or 3 months during that period of time? 

Mr. Netson. I have not. . 

Mr. Wituts. All right. Now, have you ever been a member of the 
Communist Party at any time in your lifetime / 

Mr. Nerson. Prior to 1949, which was the first affidavit I signed, 
I decline to answer on the basis that it is remote and irrelevant and 
is not pertinent to the stated purpose of this particular hearing. 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Chairman, may I explain on this record the 
pertinency and relevancy of that question to the subject under in- 
quiry, and the relevancy and pertinency of the specific question inso- 

ar as it pertains to this particular witness? 

It is the information of this committee, sir, we have had some testi- 
mony to the effect, that upon the passage of the non-Communist affi- 
davit provisions in the Taft-Hartley Act, a number of dedicated, 
hard-core members of the Communist Party resigned technical mem- 
bership in the Communist Party, solely and exclusively for the pur- 
pose of being able to comply with the technical provisions of the law, 
namely, that they were not at the time members, technical members 
of the Communist Party. 

Were you a member of the Communist Party now, sir, immediately 
prior to the passage of the Taft-Hartley Act? 

Mr. Netson. I think I just got done indicating that I would de- 
cline to answer any questions concerning that period prior to 1949. 

Mr. Arens. Why? 

Mr. Nexson. For the stated reasons. 

Mr. Arens. What stated reasons? 

Mr. Netson. That they are remote, irrelevant, and not pertinent 
to the stated purpose of this particular hearing. 

Mr. Arens. Are those the only reasons that you are invoking now 
for declining to answer those questions / 

Mr. Netson. Those are the only reasons. 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Chairman, so the record may be abundantly 
clear, I respectfully suggest that this record now reflect an order to 
this particular witness now to answer the question which I shall now 
repeat, were you a member of the Communist Party immediately 
prior to the passage of the Taft-Hartley Act? 

Mr. Netson. I have already answered that question. 

Mr. Wriiuis. I direct you to answer the question which in effect 
means two things, that we do not accept your reasons and this is in- 
tended to warn you that we donot. Sol divect you. 
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Mr. Nextson. You can accept them or not accept them. That is my 
answer. 


Mr. Wits. In other words, despite my order, that is the same 
answer ? 

Mr. Netson. That is the answer. 

Mr. Arens. I respecifully suggest, Mr. Chairman, that will con- 
clude the staff interrogation of this witness. 

( Witness excused. ) 

Mr. Wutuis. Next witness. 

Mr. Arens. The next witness, if you please, sir, will be Mr. Robert 
Kirkwood. 

Please come forward and remain standing while the chairman ad- 
ministers an oath to you. 

Mr. Wixuis. Please raise your right hand. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give 
will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God ? 


Mr. Kirxwoop. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF ROBERT C. KIRKWOOD, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
FRANK J. DONNER 


Mr. Arens. Please identify yourself by name, residence, and occu- 
pation. 

Mr. Kirkwoop. Robert C. Kirkwood, Greensburg, Pa., R.F.D. 3, 
business agent of Union Local 610. 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today, Mr. Kirkwood, in response 
to a subpena which was served upon you by the House Committee 
on Un-American Activities? 

Mr. Kirxwoop. I am. 

Mr. Arens. And you are represented by counsel ? 

Mr. Kirkwoop. I am. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, kindly identify yourself on this record. 

Mr. Donner. Frank J. Donner, 342 Madison Avenue, New York 
City. 

Mr. Arens. How long have you been business agent of Local 610? 

Mr. Kirkwoop. Eleven years. 

Mr. Arens. What was your employment immediately prior to your 
present employment ¢ 

Mr. Kirxwoop. I was an international representative for the UE. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been known by any name other than the 
name Robert Kirkwood ? 

Mr. Kirxwoop. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever used or been known by the name of 
Steward Warner in any capacity ? 

Mr. Kirxwoop. Not tomy knowledge. 

Mr, Arens. Have you ever appeared before a congressional com- 
mittee 

Mr. Kirkwoop. I have, as you know. 

Mr. Arens. Where and when? 

Mr. Kirxwoop. I appeared before the Internal—well, forget the 
technical name, the Butler committee, of which you were the counsel, 


in Pittsburgh, Pa. 
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Mr. Arens. Where were denabromy ote at the time you appeared 
before the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee ? 

Mr. Kirxwoop. I wasemployed by UE Loeal 610. 

Mr. Arens. Were you employed in the same capacity in which you 
are presently employed ? 

Mr. Kirxwoop. I was. 

Mr. Arens. Did your status at any time change after your appear- 
ance, your status in UE change at any time after your appearance 
before the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee ? 

Mr. Kirkxwoon. It did not. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been employed in any of the plants 
which are engaged in this general area ? 

Mr. Kirxwoop. No, I haven’t. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now, or have you ever been a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Krrxwoop. Mr, Arens, I am not a member of the Communist 
Party and since 1949, for the past ten years, I have met the require- 
ments of the Federal statute by annually—after my election by mem- 
bership—signing the Taft-Hartley non-Communist affidavits. 
gene Hlave you ever been resigned from the Communist 

arty ¢ 

Mr. Kirkwoop. Now, Mr. Arens, let’s not have any trick questions. 

Mr. Scurrer. [ask you to direct the witness to answer. 

Mr. Wu.uts. Well, were you a member of the Communist Party 
prior to 1949? 

Mr. Kirxwoop. I beg your pardon, sir? 

Mr. Wituts. Were you ever at any time before 1949 a member of 
the Communist Party? 

Mr. Kirkwoop. I would refuse to testify on any period prior to 
1949. 

Mr. Arens. Why ? 

Mr. Kirxwoop. For three reasons: One, the period is remote, two, 
it doesn’t meet the definitions of recent period by any stretch of the 
imagination that was outlined by this committee, and, thirdly, it could 
serve no possible legislative purpose. 

Mr. Arens. I would like to explain to you a legislative purpose. 
Under the Taft-Hartley Act provision is made for certain union 
officials to sign, take an oath that they are not as of the time they 
sign the affidavit members of the Communist Party. One of the 
strategies which we have been developing which has been used by the 
conspiracy and by persons who have been Communists is to resign 
technical membership, just technical membership in the entity known 
as the Communist Party, but to remain and continue as Communists 
for all intents and purposes as part of the apparatus. 

For that reason, sir, we should like to ask you now whether or not 
prior, immediately prior 

Mr. Kirrxwoop. Just a minute before you ask a question. Just one 
moment. 

Mr. Wuiuts. Let him finish the question. 

Mr. Arens. Immediately prior to enactment of the Taft-Hartley 
Act were you a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Kirxwoop. Just one moment, Mr. Arens. Now, you testified, 
because you have been testifying most of the day. What you say 
may be true or may not be true. I don’t know. And your narrow 
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definition of what is on the statement of the affidavit of the Taft- 
Hartley Act is not accurate, and you know it. It says I am not a 
member of the Communist Party or affiliated with that party in 
any way nor do I belong to any organization that believes in the 
violent overthrow of the United States Government. Now, it is not 
just a narrow document as you try to make light of. 

Mr. Arens. Now, would you kindly answer the question. Were 
you a member of the Communist Party immediately prior to the 
passage of the Taft-Hartley Act? 

Mr. Kirkxwoop. I would refuse to answer. 

Mr. Arens. Why? 

Mr. Kirxwoop. On the reasons previously stated. The three rea- 
sons previously stated. 

Mr. Arens. Do you honestly apprehend, sir, if you told 

Mr. Scuerer. He has not invoked the fifth or any other constitu- 
tional amendments. Therefore I ask you to direct the witness to 
answer. 

Mr. Writs. Yes. 

Mr. Kmxwoop. I have given my answer, sir. 

Mr. Wits. I direct you to answer the question. 

Mr. Kirxwoop. I have given my answer. I refuse to answer for 
the three reasons that I stated. 

Mr. Arens. Did you invoke—— 

Mr. Scuerer. Wait just a minute. He said the three reasons he 
stated. As I remember the three reasons the witness stated, none 
of the three reasons included either the first amendment as a basis 
for his refusal to answer or the fifth amendment as a basis of his 
refusalto answer. Is that correct, Witness? 

Mr. Kirxwoop. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will con- 
clude the staff interrogation of this witness. 

Mr. Kirxwoop. Just one minute, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Wiiuts. The witness is excused. 

Mr. Kirxwoop. I would like to know when you are going to ask 
me about the questions that you outlined this morning in relation to 
the plants that I represent. 

r. Wiis. The witness is excused. 

Mr. Kirxwoop. After all, you asked me here to get some information 
on panting legislation. When are you going to ask me those ques- 
tions ? 

Mr. Wiis. Call your next witness. 

(Witness excused. ) 

Mr. Arens. The next witness, if you please, Mr. Chairman, will be 
Mr. Frank Donner. 

Please stand and be sworn. 

Mr. Wituts. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are 
about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Donner. I do. 

Now Mr. Chairman, before I proceed, I have a motion here which 
flows from the fact that this is an interference with a right to counsel 
and my right to represent these people. 
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I have been representing five people here and I think it is scan- 
dalous that I should be cailed while representing my client in this 
courtroom and I object to it most strenuously and I don’t mind telling 
it to you. 

And I have—— 

Mr. Wiis. You were regularly subpenaed. 

Proceed, Mr. Arens. 

Mr. Donner. May I file my motion ? 

Mr. Wituis. You may file the paper with the member of the staff. 

Mr. Spore Please remain winding while the chairman administers 
an oath. 

Mr. Donner. I believe I just took it, Mr. Arens. 

Mr. He has. 

Mr. Arens. Then please have a seat. 


TESTIMONY OF FRANK J. DONNER 


Mr. Anrens. Kindly identify yourself by name, residence, and 
occupation, 

Mr. Donner. My name is Frank J. Donner. I am an attorney 
and I live at Dock Road, Norwalk, Conn. 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today, Mr. Donner, in response to a 
subpena that was served upon you by the House Committee on Un- 
American Activities ¢ 

Mr. Donner. That is correct. 

= Arens. And where and when was that subpena served, do you 
recall ¢ 

Mr. Donner. It was served on my birthday, February 25, in New 
York City. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Donner, are you—— 

Mr. Donner. And directly after the investigators of the commit- 
tee asked my clients who their lawyer was. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Donner, are you general counsel to UE? 

Mr. Donner. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. How long have you been general counsel to UE? 

Mr. Donner. About 18 months. Somewhere in there. Should I 
have asked you before I took the job? 

Mr. Arens. About when was it that you did assume your duties, do 
you recall ? 

Mr. Donner. I don’t exactly. 

Mr. Arens. Did you assume your duties since June 28, 1956? 

Mr. Donner. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Where were you on June 28, 1956, do you recall? 

Mr. Donner. I recall it very well. I was appearing before this 
committee, an appearance which one is hardly likely to forget since 
you conduct it like a circus. 

Mr. Arens. And as of June 28, 1956, when you appeared before 
this committee were you advised by the committee that Mr. Herbert 
Fuchs had identified you under oath as a person known by him to 
have been part of the conspiratorial apparatus in this country known 
as the Communist Party and were you advised at that time that under 
oath a Mr. Mortimer Riemer had likewise testified under oath that he 
knew you as a member of the conspiratorial apparatus known as the 
Communist Party? Were you so advised ? 
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Mr. Donner. You know whether I was advised. That is in the 
records of the committee. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly answer the question ? 

Mr. Donner. I was advised that someone said I was a Communist 
in 1942. 

Mr. naa Were they lying when they said that to the com- 
mittee ? 

Mr. Donner. I don’t have to answer that. 

Mr. Scuerer. I ask you to direct the witness to answer the question 
whether the witness he referred to was lying. 

Mr. Donner. | will incorporate the same answers I gave to the com- 
mittee when it called me and I adopted those answers here. 

Mr. Scuerer. I ask you to direct the witness to answer my ques- 
tions. He raised the issue and I ask whether the witness to whom 
he referred who identified him as a member of the Communist Party 
was lying or not. 

Mr. Wiis. You are directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Donner. The purpose of this is quite transparent but the fact 
remains that [answered the committee then. Iam not in a permanent, 
political, supervisory payroll to this committee. I answered the com- 
mittee then and you have my answer in the record and it stands there. 

I don’t have to spend my life explaining my prior appearances be- 
fore this committee and I don’t intend to. 

Mr. Scuerer. I ask you 

Mr. Donner. Just because you want to make a headline. 

Mr. Scuerer. I ask that you direct the witness to answer the ques- 
tion; a typical Communist speech, I have heard them for years. 

Mr. Wiiuts. You are directed to answer. 

Mr. Donner. Look, Congressman, my indifference to your smears 
is practically stupefying. I am delighted not to share your disap- 
proval with Mrs. Roosevelt and other fine Americans. 

Mr. Wiuts. I direct you to answer the question. 

Mr. Donner. I incorporate the answer I gave then. 

Mr. Wituts. Proceed. 

Mr. Scuerer. As a member of the bar, Iam rather ashamed of your 
conduct. 

Mr. Donner. I am not proud of yours. If you had any sensitivity 
of the obligations of this calling you wouldn’t snatch me from the 
counsel table to appear here as a witness. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Donner. No. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Donner. I will answer that question since the last time I testi- 
fied, and the answer is no. Now, two weeks ago you circulated a smear 
about me that I was a member of a national Communist elite. How 
dare you come here now and ask me whether I am a member of the 
Communist Party? Why didn’t you think of it then ? 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Donner. I incorporate the answer I gave before this committee. 

Mr: Scuerer. I ask you to direct the witness to answer the question 
to get the record straight. 

Mr. Wituts. You are directed to answer the question. 
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Mr. Donner. I decline to answer the question prior to the time I 
answered before, as to the time I answered before in June 1956. 

I incorporate that answer by reference and my answer now and since 
then, I deny that I have been a Communist. Now, make the most of it. 

Mr. Arens. Were you a member of the Communist Party as of June 
28, 1956, when you appeared before this committee ? 

Mr. Donner. Don’t play games with me, Mr. Arens. I told you that 
I will answer you since I testified that I have not been a Communist. 

Mr. Arens. We can hear you if your voice is just normal. 

Mr. Donner. I am just imitating you because you shout plenty your- 
self. 

Mr. Arens. Now, may the record be clear, Mr. Chairman, that there 
is an outstanding question? Namely, were you a member of the Com- 
munist Party on June 28, 1956? 

Mr. Donner. When did I testify before this committee? 

Mr. Anse. On June 28, 1956, were you a member of the Communist 
Party 

Mr. Donner. I testified. I am telling you now and I don’t want to 

lay games with you, that I will say as to any political affiliations sub- 
ject to June 28, 1956. 

Mr. Arens. You mean subsequent ? 

Mr. Donner. Subsequent to. That is right. As to prior to that 
I incorporate my answer by reference. 

Mr. Arens. I do not believe this last answer is quite clear. Are you 
saying that after your appearance before the committee on June 28, 
1956, you were not a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Donner. No. Iam saying that up to the time I testified before 
this committee I incorporate by reference the statement, the response 
that I made there in response to the same question. Since that time 
T state to you that Iam not a member of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Scuerer. You know as a lawyer you can’t incorporate by ref- 
erence a statement you made before this committee at some other 
hearing. 

Mr. Donner. You may think so. Did you ever hear of the Quinn 
case ? 

Mr. Scuerer. I heard of it. 

Mr. Arens. Immediately prior to your appearance before this 
commen on June 28, 1956, were you a member of the Communist 

arty ¢ 

Mr. Donner. I incorporate by reference the answer I gave to this 
committee. There is no conceivable legislative purpose that would 
be served by your adducing from me here, in order to make a headline, 
an answer which is already incorporated in your records. 

Mr. Arens. I will be glad to explain to you the legislative purpose 
and I am very happy that you asked the question. 

Sir, this committee is here undertaking to develop factual informa- 
tion respecting the techniques, strategy and tactics of a conspiratorial 
apparatus in the United States which masquerades behind the facada 
known as the Communist Party. 

It is the information of this committee by sworn witnesses of proven 
credibility that you, sir, were a member of the Communist Party, 
that you were part of this conspiratorial apparatus—— 

Mr. Donner. You left the date out. 
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Mr. Arens. ——in the legal phase of the operation of the Com- 
munist Party. 

It is also the information of this committee and the records reflect 
that on June 28, 1956, you appeared as a witness before this commit- 
tee, at which time you were publicly on a sworn record confronted with 
a number of items respecting your own background and your own 
participation in this conspiracy known as the Communist Party. 

You were also confronted with the sworn testimony of persons 
of proven credibility who appeared before this committee. You, sir, 
were then interrogated respecting your then membership in the Com- 
munist Party. Shortly thereafter, you assumed, so we now under- 
stand, your position as general counsel, one of the principal officers 
of the United Electrical, Radio and Machine Workers. 

Mr. Donner. Is that so? 

Mr. Arens. We have asked you to appear here so that this com- 
mittee can appraise the facts meaperting the basis for your affiliation 
and activities as general counsel of UE. 

Now, sir, with that explanation, I respectfully suggest that the 
chairman order and direct you to answer the question. 

Mr. Donner. What is the question ? 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, the question is, Were you a member of 
the Communist Party immediately prior to the time of your appear- 
ance ane the Committee on Un-American Activities on June 28, 
1956? 

Mr. Donner. And with respect to—— 

Mr. Wiis. You decline to answer. I direct you to answer it. 

Mr. Donner. With respect to that—just a moment—with respect 
to that question, I incorporate the answer I gave to the same question 
which was posed to me on the day I appeared in Washington. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever resigned technical membership in the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Donner. You see, that question, as you know, suggests some- 
thing which is not in evidence so I can’t answer it. 

Mr. Arens. I respectfully suggest, Mr. Chairman, the witness be 
ordered and directed to answer the question or invoke his constitu- 
tional privileges. 

Mr. Donner. I can’t answer that. I don’t invoke my constitutional 
privileges. 

Mr. Arens. Then I respectfully suggest he be directed to answer 
that question. 

Mr. Donner. I never resigned and you have no evidence I joined, 
so there you are. 

Mr. Scuerer. We have no evidence that you joined? 

Mr. Donner. Well, oh—— 

Mr. Wits. We have no evidence that—— 

Mr. Donner. Let’s—you want me to say whether I resigned from 
the Communist Party. That is like asking me when I stopped beating 
my wife. 

Mr. Arens. Were Hebert Fuchs, and Mortimer Riemer is error, 
when, under oath before this committee, they swore that while they 
were in the Communist Party they knew you, sir, as a member of that 
conspiratorial apparatus ? 

Mr. Donner. Why don’t you say about what time they swore? 
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Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest the witness now 
be ordered and directed to answer that question. 

Mr. Donner. I incorporate in response to that question the same 
answer I gave when I testified in Was re age about those questions. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will conclude 
the staff interrogation of this witness. 

Mr. Scuerer. Wait just a minute. 

You were at one time an employee of the United States Government, 
were you not ? 

Mr. Donner. Yes. I answered that when you asked me in 1956. 

Mr. Screrer. You were one of the lawyers in the National Labor 
Relations Board? 

Mr. Donner. I answered that in 1956. 

Mr. Scuerer. Were you? 

Mr. Donner. | incorporate the answer I gave you in 1956. 

Mr. Scnerer. Did you know Herbert Fuchs? 

Mr. Donner. I incorporate the answer I gave you in 1956. ; 

Mr. Scnerer. He was also a lawyer in the National Labor Relations 
Board at that time, was he not? 

Mr. Donner. Look, Congressman, you know what you are trying 
to do and I know what you are trying to do, but you are not going to 
do it, because as to all these questions I incorporated the answer I gave 
you then. ; 

Mr. Scuerer. Now, the fact is that you, Herbert Fuchs and a num- 
ber of others who were employees of the Government of the United 
States at that time belonged to a cell of the Communist Party operat- 
ing within the National Labor Relations Board, is that not a fact ? 

r. Donner. I incorporate the answer I gave at that time. 

Mr. Scuerer. I submit that you were not asked that question at 
that time and I ask the Chairman to direct you to answer that 
question. 

Mr. Donner. Then I believe I was, and in any event it is irrelevant, 
remote, far before the time I ever joined the UE and I decline to 
answer it. 

Mr. Scuerer. I ask that you direct the witness to answer my 
question. 

Mr. Wiis. Mr. Scherer states that you were not asked that 
question. 

Mr. Donner. What question ? 

Mr. Scuerer. The one I just asked. 

Mr. Donner. Will vou ask it again ? 

Mr. Scurrer. Read it, will you? 

(The record was read by the reporter as requested. ) 

Mr. Donner. I was asked that question and I incorporate the 
answer I gave then. 

Mr. Scuerer. Whether you were asked it or not, I ask that the wit- 
ness be directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Writs. I direct you to answer. 

Mr. Donner. I decline to answer it because it would serve no legis- 
lative purpose and it is purely for the purpose of getting headlines and 
trying to promote a smear here. 

Mr. Scuerer. I have no further questions. 

Mr. Wiis. What do you mean, promoting headlines? 
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Mr. Donner. Look, Congressman, if you are sincerely interested in 
getting facts for legislation you wouldn’t come here to ask people 
questions that you already know about because you have made a 
record on it. That is not the way a congressional committee operates. 
Unless it has some ulterior purpose. 

Mr. Wits. We are spending some $48 billion a year for national 
defense. That means to defend ourselves against the Communists. 
Now, are you naive enough to believe that the Kremlin does not try to 
have agents in the United States, and do you mean to say that a con- 

ressional committee of the Congress of the United States has no 
egislative power to legislate on the subject matter of national 
defense 

Mr. Donner. I don’t say it has no legislative power. I say you 
are not exercising legislative power. 

Mr. Wiuis. You have been saying that all afternoon. Witness 
excused. 

Mr. Donner. All you are here to do is attack the union and injure 
it. 

Mr. Wituts. No, that is a completely untrue statement as far as 
Iam concerned. It is an attack on the committee. 

Mr. Scuerer. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the transcript of the testi- 
mony taken by tape of both this last witness and Witness Quinn 
be made a part of the records of this committee because the cold 
record will not reveal the contemptuous attitude of the two witnesses 
to whom I have referred. 

Mr. So ordered. 

(Tape recordings above referred to retained in committee files. ) 

Mr. Donner. There is something worse, Congressman, than having 
a contemptuous attitude and that is surrendering your integrity and 
give up your manhood. 

(Witness excused. ) 

Mr. Wituis. We will stand in recess until 10 o’clock tomorrow 
morning. 

(Whereupon, at 3:50 p.m., Wednesday, March 11, the subcommit- 
tee recessed to reconvene at 10 a.m., Thursday, March 12, 1959.) 

(Subcommittee members present at the time of the recess were: 
Representatives Willis, Scherer, and Tuck.) 
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Pusiic Law 601, 79TH CoNGREss 


The legislation under which the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities operates is Public Law 601, 79th Congress [1946], chapter 
753, 2d session, which provides: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, * * 


PART 2—RULES OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
RuLE X 


SEC, 121, STANDING COMMITTEES 
* * * * * * 


18. Committee on Un-American Activities, to consist of nine Members. 
Rute XI 
POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES 
* * * * * 

(q) (1) Committee on Un-American Activities. 

(A) Un-American activities. 

(2) The Committee on Un-American Activities, as a whole or by subcommit- 
tee, is authorized to make from time to time investigations of (i) the extent, 
character, and objects of un-American propaganda activities in the United States, 
(ii) the diffusion within the United States of subversive and un-American propa- 
ganda that is instigated from foreign countries or of a domestie origin and attacks 
the principle of the form of government as guaranteed by our Constitution, and 
(iii) all other questions in relation thereto that would aid Congress in any necessary 
remedial legislation. 

The Committee on Un-American Activities shall report to the House (or to the 
Clerk of the House if the House is not in session) the results of any such investi- 
gation, together with such recommendations as it deems advisable, 

For the purpose of any such investigation, the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, or eny subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit and act at such 
times and places within the United States, whether or not the House is sitting, 
has recessed, or has adjourned, to hold such hearings, to require the attendance 
of such witnesses and the production of such books, papers, and documents, and 
to take such testimony, as it deems necessary. Subpenas may be issued under 
the signature of the chairman of the committee or any subcommittee, or by any 
member designated by any such chairman, and may be served by any person 
designated by any such chairman or member. 

* * * * * * * 


Rute XII 
LEGISLATIVE OVERSIGHT RY STANDING COMMITTEES 


Sec. 136. To assist the Congress in appraising the administration of the laws 
and in developing such amendments or related legislation as it may deem neces- 
sary, each standing committee of the Senate and the House of Representatives 
shall exercise continuous watchfulness of the execution by the administrative 
agencies concerned of any laws, the subject matter of which is within the jurisdic- 
tion of such committee; and, for that purpose, shall study all pertinent reports 
and data submitted to the C ongress by the agencies in the executive branch of 
the Government. 

v 


RULES ADOPTED BY THE 86TH CONGRESS 
House Resolution 7, January 7, 1959 
* * * 
X 
STANDING COMMITTEES 


1. There shall be elected by the House, at the commencement of each Con- 
gress, 

* * * * * * * 

(q) Committee on Un-American Activities, to consist of nine Members. 

* * * * * * * 
Rute XI 
POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES 
* * * * * 

18. Committee on Un-American Activities. 

(a) Un-American activities. 

(b) The Committee on Un-American Activities, as a whole or by subcommittee, 
is authorized to make from time to time investigations of (1) the extent, char- 
acter, and objects of un-American propaganda activities in the United States, 
(2) the diffusion within the United States of subversive and un-American prop- 
aganda that is instigated from foreign countries or of a domestie origin and 
attacks the principle of the form of government as guaranteed by our Constitu- 
tion, and (3) all other questions in relation thereto that would aid Congress 
in any necessary remedial legislation. 

The Committee on Un-American Activities shall report to the House (or to the 
Clerk of the House if the House is not in session) the results of any such investi- 
gation, together with such recommendations as it deems advisable. 

For the purpose of any such investigation, the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit and act at such times 
and places within the United States, whether or not the House is sitting, has 
recessed, or has adjourned, to hold such hearings, to require the attendance 
of such witnesses and the production of such books, papers, and documents, and 
to take such testimony, as it deems necessary. Subpenas may be issued under 
the signature of the chairman of the committee or any subcommittee, or by any 
member designated by any such chairman, and may be served by any person 
designated by any such chairman or member. 

* * * * * * * 

26. To assist the House in appraising the administration of the laws and in 
developing such amendments or related legislation as it may deem necessary, 
each standing committee of the House shall exercise continuous watchfulness 
of the execution by the administrative agencies concerned of any laws, the subject 
matter of which is within the jurisdiction of such committee; and, for that 
purpose, shall study all pertinent reports and data submitted to the House by 
the agencies in the executive branch of the Government. 
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SYNOPSIS 


Proptems ArisING IN Cases OF DENATURALIZATION AND DEPORTATION 
or COMMUNISTS 


(GrearerR PrrrspurcH Area—Parr 3) 


Problems arising in cases of denaturalization and deportation 
of Communists were considered during the third phase of a three-day 
public hearing held in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, March 10, 11, and 12, 
1959. 

In pointing up the issues in the third phase of the hearings, the 
chairman of the subcommittee, Honorable Edwin E. Willis, stated: 


The Committee on Un-American Activities has maintained 
a continuing interest in the administration and enforcement 
of our immigration and naturalization laws because they 
are a first line of defense against Communist penetration 
of our society. Since the enactment of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act in 1952, there have been a number of se- 
rious problems develop as the result of certain judicial 
opinions interpreting the act. 

It is not my purpose here to criticize the opinions or 
the Court which Canin’ them. However, in order that we 
may attempt to cope with the problems which do now exist 
in the enforcement of those provisions of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act designed to denaturalize and deport 
Communists, I shall now recite for the record the essence of 
some of these judicial opinions; and we shall then undertake 
to explore factual situations in actual cases in which there 
have been either deportation or denaturalization proceed- 
ings arising in, or having bearing on, cases in the Pittsburgh 
area. 

On December 9, 1957, the Supreme Court rendered a de- 
cision in the case of Rowaldt vy. Perfetto, 355 US. 115. In 
this case the Court held that where the Department of Jus- 
tice was attempting to deport a Communist alien, proof of 
the alien’s membership in the Communist Party was not 
sufficient to sustain the order of deportation; that the De- 
partment of Justice had to prove that the alien had “a mean- 
ingful association” with the Communist Party. 

In the case of the United States v. Withovich, 353 U.S. 
194, decided on April 29, 1957, the Supreme Court inter- 
preted that part of the Immigration and Nationality Act 


1For the other two phases of the hearings see “Current Strategy and Tacties of Com- 
munists in the United States (Greater Pittsburgh Area—Part 1), March 10, 1959, and 
“Problems of Security in Industrial Establishments Holding Defense Contracts (Greater 
Pittsburgh Area—Part 2),’’ March 11, 1959. 
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which requires that an alien against whom a deportation 
order has been outstanding for more than 6 months “give 
information under oath as to his nationality, circumstances, 
habits, associations and activities, and such other informa- 
tion, whether or not related to the foregoing, as the Attorney 
General may deem fit and proper.” In this case, by a 6 to 
2 decision, the Court held that an alien against whom a de- 
portation order had been outstanding for more than 6 months 
could not be required to answer questions respecting his 
present Communist relationships or activities, and that he 
could only be required to answer questions regarding his 
availability for deportation. 

May I say in connection with the problem which is pre- 
sented by the Witkovich case that it is the information of the 
committee that it is becoming increasingly difficult to effect 
the deportation of alien Communists because the Iron Cur- 
tain countries from which such alien Communists have come 
to the United States almost uniformly refuse to issue neces- 
sary travel documents pursuant to which they can be admitted 
into the countries from which they came. 

Turning to the problems of denaturalizing Communists, 
I should like to refer to two judicial opinions. Here again 
I want to emphasize that I am not criticizing the opinions or 
the Court, but I am merely pointing out the issues and prob- 
lems which exist as a result of the opinions, and I am doing 
so for the purpose of clarifying our record here today as we 
enter this third phase of our hearings in an attempt to ex- 
plore factual situations for our legislative purposes. 

In the cases of Nowak v. United States, 356 U.S. 660, 
and Maisenberg v. United States, 356 U.S. 670, both de- 
cided on May 26, 1958, the Court ruled that for the purposes 
of denaturalizing a Communist who had obtained citizen- 
ship while a member of the Communist Party, the Govern- 
ment must not only show that the person against whom the 
denaturalization procedures were brought was a member of 
the Communist Party and that the Communist Party advo- 
cates the violent overthrow of the Government, but that, in 
addition, the Government must prove that the defendant 
knew that the Communist Party engaged in such illegal 
advocacy. The decision in the Nowak case was another split 
decision of which the Maisenberg case was a companion. 


Vincent Kemenovich, Trafford, Pennsylvania, who had been identi- 
fied by responsible witnesses under oath as a member of the Com- 
munist Party and against whom, since January 14, 1952, there has 
been an outstanding final order of deportation as an alien Communist, 
invoked constitutional privileges in response to questions respecting 
Communist Party aieaiae and activities. It is the information 
of the committee that Mr. Kemenovich’s deportation as an alien Com- 
munist has not been effected because of difliculty in procuring travel 
documents for his admission into the Iron Curtain country from 
which he came. 

Mrs. Katherine Kemenovich, Trafford, Pa., the wife of Vincent 
Kemenovich, testified that she was born in Austria-Hungary. (now 
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Yugoslavia) ; that she came to the United States for permanent resi- 
dence in 1921; and that she was naturalized in Steubenville, Ohio, 
in 1941. In 1954, the Immigration and Naturalization Service insti- 
tuted proceedings to revoke Mrs. Kemenovich’s citizenship, allegin 
that it was procured illegally in that she concealed at tha time o 
her naturalization the fact that she was then a member of the Com- 
munist Party. 

The Supreme Court of the United States having held that Section 
340(a) of the Immigration and Nationality Act of 1952 makes the 
filing of an “affidavit showing good cause” a prerequisite to mainte- 
nance of a denaturalization case, United States v. Zucca, 1956, 351 
U.S. 91, the Katherine Kemenovich case was dismissed without preju- 
dice, there having been a failure to file such an affidavit. Before 
the proceeding could be reinstituted, the decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States came down in the Nowak and Maisenberg 
cases. Due to the problem of proving knowledge on the part of Mrs. 
Kemenovich that the Communist Party advocated the overthrow of 
the Government by force and violence at the time of her naturaliza- 
tion as required by the decisions in those cases, the proceeding was 
not reinstituted. 

In the course of the instant hearings, Mrs. Mary Golden, who had 
served as an undercover agent of the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
in the Communist Party, identified Mrs. Kemenovich as a member 
of the Communist Party and testified respecting her current Commu- 
nist Party activities. 

Mrs. Kemenovich invoked constitutional privileges in response to 
questions concerning her Communist Party membership and activities 
and whether she was cognizant at the time of her naturalization of 
the fact that the Communist Party advocated the overthrow of the 
Government by force and violence. 

Alex Roth Rakosi, Irwin, Pennsylvania, against whom denaturali- 
zation proceedings were instituted on the ground that he had con- 
cealed his membership in the Communist Party at the time of his 
naturalization, invoked the privilege of the fifth amendment against 
self-incrimination in response to all questions respecting his Com- 
munist Party membership and activities. In the course of the in- 
stant hearings, Mrs. Mary Golden identified Rakosi as a member 
of the Communist Party and testified respecting Rakosi’s current 
Communist Party activities. 

James Allan Donald McNeil, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, against 
whom deportation proceedings have been pending since 1952 as 
an alien Communist, requested a continuance of his appearance in 
the instant hearings on the ground that the deportation proceedings 
had not been finally determined. He was accordingly excused from 
further testimony. 

Mrs. Anna Devunich, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, a naturalized 
citizen, who was identified in the instant hearings by Mrs. Mary 
Golden as a member of the Communist Party and who was con- 
fronted in the instant hearings with numerous exhibits of Com- 
munist Party activities, invoked the privilege of the fifth amendment 
against self-incrimination in response to all questions respecting her 
Communist Party membership and activities. 
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Stephen Devunich, the husband of Anna Devunich, a naturalized 
citizen, invoked the privilege of the fifth amendment against self- 
incrimination with respect to all questions in regard to his Com- 
munist Party membership and activities. Mrs. Mary Golden testi- 
fied in the instant hearings respecting Devunich’s Communist Party 
membership and activities. 

Steve Nelson, whose record of Communist activity in the United 
States is notorious and who is a naturalized citizen, invoked the 
privilege of the fifth amendment against self-incrimination with 
respect to his knowledge of the nature of the Communist Party at 
the time of his naturalization. Although both Hamp and Mary 
Golden, in the instant hearings, testified respecting current Com- 
munist Party membership and activities of Steve Nelson, he in- 
voked the privilege of the fifth amendment against self-incrimination 
when interrogated respecting such membership and activities. 

Denaturalization proceedings were also instituted against Alex 
Roth Rakosi, Anna Devunich, Stephen Devunich, and Steve Nelson, 
all of which were dismissed without prejudice for the same reason 
that the Katherine Kemenovich case was dismissed, and proceedings 
were not reinstituted for the same reason that the Kemenovich case 
was not reinstituted. 


PROBLEMS ARISING IN CASES OF DENATURALIZATION 
AND DEPORTATION OF COMMUNISTS 
(Greater Pittsburgh Area—Part 3) 


THURSDAY, MARCH 12, 1959 


Unrrep Sratres House or RepresENTATIVES, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE 
Commitrrre oN Un-American AcrTIvITIES, 
Pittsburgh, Pa. 
PUBLIC HEARINGS * 


The subcommittee of the Committee on Un-American Activities 
met, pursuant to recess, at 10 a.m., in courtroom No. 6, New Federal 
Building, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

Subcommittee members present: Representatives Edwin E. Willis, 
of Louisiana (presiding), and William M. Tuck, of Virginia. 

Staff members present: Richard Arens, staff director; George C. 
Williams and William Margetich, investigators. 

Mr. Wiiuis. The subcommittee will please come to order. 

We now come to the third phase of the hearings, namely, problems 
arising in cases of denaturalizations and deportations of Communists, 
of which cases a substantial number have occurred in this district. 

That the international Communist conspiracy has directed its efforts 
toward undermining our immigration and naturalization system is 
evident from a few facts: 

Beginning in 1922 the Communist International in Moscow estab- 
lished an organization known as the International Red Aid, with three 
purposes: First, the international movement and deployment of Com- 
munists and those most pliable to Communist discipline; second, to 
fight Communist deportations within the various nations of the world ; 
and third, to work in the West among aliens and nationality groups 
for Communist objectives. 

Within 10 years the International Red Aid had penetrated deeply 
into 67 countries. They had 83,000 organizations and various subsid- 
iary groups controlled by 40,000 highly placed Communist function- 
aries. They had an aggregate membership of 11,500,000. Within the 
United States, the American section of the IRA was organized in 1925 
and known as the International Labor Defense. This organization 
developed 800 branch subsidiary organizations within the United 
States—such groups as the American Committee for Protection of 


1For Fresolution of committee, authorizing and directing the holding of these hearings in 
Pittsburgh, and the order of appointment of the subcommittee to conduct such hearings 
beginning March 10, 1959, see “Current Strategy and Tactics of Communists in the 
United States (Greater Pittsburgh Area—Part 1).” 
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Foreign Born, committees to save refugees, and the like—with an 
aggregate membership of 225,000. 

Parallel with this operation the Nationality Groups Commission of 
the Communist Party established the Order, 
cultural societies, the American Slav Congress, and other units to work 
among aliens and nationality groups within the United States. They 
supplemented and implemented this operation by what they call a 
“united front tactic,” namely, to coalesce or work together with non- 
Communist and even anti-Communist groups on specific immigration 
programs without the revelation of their Communist objectives. 

In 1947, a special congressional committee made an extensive investi- 
gation and study of our immigration and naturalization system which 
was found to be shot through with loopholes and weaknesses. As a 
result of this investigation and study, the Congress enacted the Immi- 
gration and Nationality Act in 1952, which was designed to strengthen 
enforcement procedures against subversives and other undesirables. 

The Committee on Un-American Activities has maintained a con- 
tinuing interest in the administration and enforcement of our immigra- 
tion and naturalization laws because they are a first line of defense 
against Communist penetration of our society. Since the enactment 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act in 1952, there have been a 
number of serious problems develop as a result of certain judicial 
opinions interpreting the act. 

Tt is not my purpose here to criticize the opinions or the Court which 
rendered them. Tlowever, in order that we may attempt to cope with 
the problems which do now exist in the enforcement of those provisions 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act designed to denaturalize and 
deport Communists, T shall now recite for the record the essence of 
some of these judicial opinions: and we shall then undertake to explore 
factual situations in actual cases in which there have been either depor- 
tation or denaturalization proceedings arising in, or having bearing on, 
the cases in the Pittsburgh area. 

On December 9, 1957, the Supreme Court rendered a decision in the 
ease of Rowaldt v. Perfetto (355 U.S. 115). In this case the Court 
held that where the Department of Justice was attempting to deport 
a Communist alien, proof of the alien’s membership in the Communist 
Party was not sufficient to sustain the order of deportation: that the 
Department of Justice had to prove that the alien had “a meaningful 
association” with the Communist Party. And that is very difficult to 
understand and administer. 

Tn the case of the nited States v. Witkovich (353 U.S. 194), decided 
on April 29, 1957, the Supreme Court interpreted that part of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act which requires that an alien against 
whom a deportation order has been outstanding for more than 6 months 
“give information under oath as to his nationality, circumstances, 
habits, associations and activities, and such other information, whether 
or not related to the foregoing, as the Attorney General may deem fit 
and proper.” In this case, by a 6 to 2 decision, the Court held that an 
alien against whom a deportation order had been outstanding for more 
than 6 months could not be required to answer questions respecting his 
present Communist relationships or activities, and that he could only 
be required to answer questions regarding his availability for depor- 
tation, 
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May I say in connection with the problem which is presented by 
the Witkovich case that it is the information of the committee that 
it is becoming increasingly dificult to etfect the deportation of alien 
Communists because the Iron Curtain countries from which such 
alien Communists have come to the United States almost uniformly 
refuse to issue necessary travel documents pursuant to which they can 
be admitted into the countries from which they came. 

Turning to the problems of denaturalizing Communists, I should 
like to refer to two judicial opinions. Here again I want to emphasize 
that I am not criticizing the opinions or the Court, but I am merely 
pointing out the issues and problems which exist as a result of the 
opinions, and I am doing so for the purposes of clarifying our record 
here today as we enter this third phase of our hearings in an attempt 
to explore factual situations for our legislative purposes. 

In the cases of Nowak v. United States (356 U.S. 660), and JMaisen- 
herg v. United States (356 U.S. 670), both decided on May 26, 1958, 
the Court ruled that for the purposes of denaturalizing a Communist 
who had obtained citizenship while a member of the Communist Party, 
the Government must not only show that the person against whom the 
denaturalization procedures were brought was a member of the Com- 
munist Party and that the Communist Party advocates the violent 
overthrow of the Government, but that, in addition, the Government 
must prove that the defendant knew that the Communist Party 
actually engaged in such illegal advocacy. The decision in the Nowak 
case was another split decision of which the Maisenberg case was a 
companion. 

What legislation ought to be and can be enacted to strengthen 
our deportation and denaturalization proceedings in the light of these 
(lecisions ? 

Are the persons against whom these proceedings have been brought 
now a menace to the security of this country ? 

What type of factual material can ever be developed in deporta- 
tion cases to overcome the impact of these opinions? These and re- 
lated questions will be in the minds of the subcommittee as we pro- 
ceed now in the third phase of these hearings. 

Mr. Arens, call your first witness. 

Mr. Arens. Anna Devunich, please come forward. 

Mr. Wiis. Please raise your right hand. 

Mrs. Devonicu. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Chairman, Mr. Chairman, 
before I take my oath 

Mr. Wituis. I do not have—— 

Mrs. Devunicu. I wish to explain that we do not have counsel. 
Up until 2 days ago we had counsel or at least we were sure we had 
counsel. And up to 7 o’clock 

Mr. Wiis. Let me swear you in and I will be glad to go over 
that with you. 

Mrs. Devunicu. Up to 7 o’clock we had no counsel. I would like 
to ask of you a slight postponement so that we could proceed trying 
to get counsel. We would have been sure to have counsel if they had 
not been in fear and had pulled out. 

Mr. Wiruis. Could you have counsel this afternoon ? 

Mrs. Devunicn. That is something I would not know, but I would 
try very hard and so would my husband. 
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Mr. Wiis. Well, suppose you have a seat and wait a minute, 
please. 

(The members of the committee conferred. ) 

Mr. Wituts. We will do the best we can to assist you within our 
ability. But 1 think you must be sworn because you are not under 
our jurisdiction now, and then just state to Mr. Arens your problem 
about your counsel, why you do not have counsel, and we will do the 
best we can. 

So will you please raise your right hand? We will not ask ques- 
tions about anything but counsel. 

Will you please raise your right hand ¢ 

Mrs. Devunicu. Mr. Chairman, may I please confer with my hus- 
band first ¢ 

Mr. Wiuts. Surely. 

Mrs. Devunicu. Before this. 

Mr. Wit1s. Surely. 

(Conferred. ) 

Mrs. Devunicu. Mr. Chairman, we have decided that I will take 
the oath but will not answer any questions without counsel. 

Mr. Wiis. Let me swear you. Do you solemnly swear that the 
testimony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God / 

Mrs. Devuntcn. I do. 

Mr. Wiis. Have a seat for a moment. And Mr. Arens will ask 
you only questions about the problem of your counsel, that is all. 
Just a few questions to clear that up. 

After all, you appear at this last minute and make this plea. We 
have to have some facts upon which we can form a judgment in your 
case. That is the only reason why we want to ask you a few ques- 
tions about your counsel. 


TESTIMONY OF ANNA DEVUNICH 


Mr. Arens. At this time I do not propose to interrogate you on any 
subject other than the issue that is presently before the subcommittee. 

Please identify yourself now on this record by name, residence, and 
occupation, 

Mrs. Devunicn. Honorable sir, I had requested that I not answer 
any questions until I have counsel. 

Mr. Arens. The only questions I am going to ask you are questions 
of your own identity so that this committee can satisfy itself that you 
have responded to the subpena for your appearance here and, secondly, 
questions respecting the issue that is currently before the committee, 
namely, the matter of your counsel. 

Would you kindly identify yourself by name, residence, and oceu- 
pation 

Mrs. Devunicu. Sir, I do not feel secure in answering any questions 
without counsel. 

Mr. Arens. Are you Anna Devunich ? 

Mr. Wiis. You see, you have asked me, as chairman of this sub- 
committee, to postpone your questioning until you can get a counsel. 
Now, what I am trying to do is to have you say, if that is the case, 
that you have no counsel, and why you do not have a counsel, and that 
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will be the end of the questions. I cannot rule upon your request as 
this is not a court, this is not a jurisdiction proceeding. But for the 
sake of comparison you certainly would not go before a judge at the 
last minute and say, “I want my case ir as because I do not have a 
lawyer” and then not say why you do not havea lawyer. We need that 
in order to try to assist you if that assistance is within our power. 
Now, I assure you that is all we want. But we must have that. So 
what he is asking you for the record so you can be identified now is, 
what is your name, that is all. 

Mr. Tuck. As I understand it, Mr. Chairman, the committee will 
take great care to conserve every single constitutional right that she 
may have. 

Mr. Witurs. What is your name ? 

Mrs. Devunicu. Mr. Chairman, I have to think over now. Should 
T answer any questions? I was under the im 

Mr. Witurs. Would your husband care to sit next to you? 

Mr. Deyunicu. Excuse me. 

Mr. Wituts. Yes. 

Mrs. Devunicu. My name is Anna Devunich. 

Mr. Arens. Mrs. Devunich, you are appearing in response to a sub- 
pena which was served upon you by this committee ¢ 

Mr. Wituts. Do not be too formal. Let that be understood. I 
think she would not understand that. 

You are appearing here today in response to a document that was 
served upon you asking you to come here, is not that correct ¢ 

Mrs. Devunicu. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mrs. Devunich, you do not have counsel; is that 
correct ? 

Mrs. Devunicu. As of this moment we do not have counsel. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever had counsel in these proceedings which 
are pending here ? 

Mrs. Devunicn. Have I ever had counsel ? 

Mr. Arens. Have you made arrangements heretofore for counsel ? 

Mr. Wuurs. In other words, had you made arrangements and did 
you have one up until recently; we want to know that. Did you have 
one ¢ 

Mrs. Devunicn. I didn’t understand the question. I understand 
the question now. 

Sir, we thought we had one and we were sure we had one until 2 
days ago. And we had promises and we made telephone calls and 
made personal visits and so on and we were very sure that we were 
going to come up with an attorney at least by last night, at least by 
yesterday afternoon. 

Mr. Wututs. I understand. 

Mrs. Devunicu. Now it was no fault of ours. We were sure that 
we had an attorney, and what happened there I could not say. 

Mr. Arens. Do you want this Committee on Un-American Activi- 
ties to solicit counsel for you ? 

Mr. Wits. In other words, did you try the local bar association 
or the Lawyer Referral Service? Have you tried, ma’am ? 

Mrs. Devuntcu. The attorney who we thought was going to be our 
attorney tried and it didn’t come out the way we thought. 

Mr. Arens. Do you want counsel? 

Mrs. Devunicu. Naturally. 
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Mr. Arens. Do you want this committee to solicit counsel for you? 

Mrs. Devunicu. No, sir. I wouldn’t be able to answer on that 
until I see what my husband thinks, 

Would you please come over here again ? 

Mr. Wixtis. You must understand that we are not trying to name 
a lawyer for you. Mr. Arens means would you care for him to try to 
make some arrangement with the bar association for counsel for you. 

We do not know who the lawyer is going to be. We will not name 
a lawyer for you. 

Mrs. Devunicu. Yes. I think that would be necessary and proper 
and I think it would be in agreement with us. Would you say that 
if the bar association did something it—that we would—— 

Mr. Devunicu. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, the next witness we were to call is Mr. 
Devunich, who apparently, although he has not identified himself on 
this record, is seated beside his wife. I respectfully suggest so that 
this record may be clear that we now call Mr. Devunich, who can be 
on the record and make his views known on this same issue. 

Mr. Wituis. You were to be called right after your wife, and we 
may as well cover you. You are in the same position as your wife 
as to counsel, as I understand it; is that correct ? 

Mr. Devunicu. Yes. 

Mr. Wixul1s. Let me swear you so you can say the same thing and 
then we will see about a counsel. 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give will be 
a the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 

Mr. Devunicu. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF STEPHEN DEVUNICH 


Mr. Wits. What is yourname? 

Mr. Devunicu. Stephen Devunich. 

Mr. Wiuis. You appear here because you were subpenaed to ap- 
pear by this committee; is that correct? You received a subpena, you 
received a notice to . 

u 


Mrs. Devunicu. 
Mr. Devunicu. Yes. 
Mr. Wits. Now ask him about counsel. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Devunich, have you at any time since you received 
your subpena had counsel in anticipation of these proceedings ? 

Mr. Devunicu. My wife she tell you the same thing. We thought 
that we have counsel. We worked hard and then we find out late last 
night that counsel is unavailable. That is how we are now that I 
would ask the committee to give us time to find our own counsel. 

Mr. Arens. It was just late last night that you found out you did 
not have counsel ? 

Mr. Devunicu. Even through the phone we tried to get counsel. 
Couldn’t get. 

Mr. Arens. May the record be clear on this. When did you engage 
counsel ? 

Mr. Wits. He means when did you first talk to a lawyer and 
when did you think you had a lawyer. It seems there has been 
some slipup somewhere. When did you first try to get a lawyer? 
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Mr. Devunicn. Well, after we got the subpena. 

Mr. Wits. All right. Did you talk to a lawyer? 

Mr. Devonicu. Yes. 

Mr. Wiiu1s. And discuss your case with him ? 

Mr. Devunica. Yes. 

Mr. Wis. And you thought that lawyer would be here this 
morning 

Mr. et Well, last night we found out that he is unavailable 
and can’t get him last night. 

Mr. Arens. Did the lawyer call you last night and, in effect, say he 
could not represent you? Is that what happened 

Mr. Wuuts. You said you called the lawyer, is that it? That is 
the way I understood it. Did you call the lawyer or did he call you? 

Mr. Devunicu. We was in touch 2 days, the last 2 days. So we 
don’t have attorney. 

Mr. Arens. The thing we do not quite understand is your wife has 
stated a few moments ago that 2 days ago she learned that she did 
not have a firm commitment from counsel, as I understood her state- 
ments. 

Mr. Devunicu. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. I understood you to say just a moment ago that you 
learned just last night that you did not have counsel. 

Mr. Devunicu. We wasn’t sure 2 days ago and we hoped that we 
would, and that is how we worked hard last night that we would have. 

Mr. Arens. Do you want this committee to make a solicitation to 
the bar association or legal aid or some legal pone in Pittsburgh for 
the purpose of having them procure, if possible, a lawyer to represent 
you in these proceedings ? 

Mr. Devunicu. We ourselves will try. Would you agree we our- 
selves will try first? We have this postponed, let’s say, and we will 
try it again. 

Mr. Arens. You understand that the committee someplace along the 
line has to insist upon your appearance: that a person could just 
always say, “Well, Fae t have a lawyer”; and he would then be able 
to forever avoid what would be regarded as a necessary appearance 
before this committee. So I am trying here now to elicit from you 
what your circumstances are on procuring a lawyer. 

Mr. Wits. Let me put it this way, if agreeable to you. This is to 
be the last day of the hearings here in Pittsburgh. You are entitled 
toa lawyer. On the other hand, you cannot play fast and loose with 
that. I hope you are not trying that, by making believe you don’t 
have a lawyer or can’t get one when that is not true. We are looking 
into it and I think you will be the loser if you tried. But if you hon- 
estly want a lawyer you are entitled to one. 

Now, would it be agreeable for you in your own way, right now, 
to try to get a lawyer? We will let you do it. And would you permit 
counsel to phone the bar association and ask someone to get a lawyer 
for you for this afternoon? So you will be working and we will be 
trying also and if you get pote first, why, that would be fine. Would 
that be all right with you? 

Mr. Devunicu. We agree with that. The committee will try 

Mr. Wiis. You understand we want by all means, if ible, to 
have your testimony during this day. You understand that? 
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Mr. Devunicn. I don’t. I didn’t understand, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Wiuts. I said you must understand. 

Mrs. Devunicu. We make contact with the bar association and we 
would go to the bar association. 

Mr. Arens. May I suggest this, so there will be no misunderstand- 
ing about the arrangements? Would it be agreeable with you to 
remain this morning in the courtroom? One of the members of the 
staff will forthwith undertake to solicit from the bar association as- 
signment of a lawyer, and then we will let you know what the result of 
that conversation is. If you will just remain in the courtroom for, 
let us say, an hour, we will do the best we can to solicit a lawyer and 
then let the chairman and the committee see where we go from there. 

Is that all right with you? 

Mr. Devunicu. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Then, Mr. Chairman, I respectfully su that, for 
the present at least, we defer the appearance of Mr. and Mrs. 
Devunich. 

Mr. Wits. Did they clearly understand you, because you deviated 
from what I suggested. You understand that? 

Mr. Arens. No, I did not understand it that way. I was just 
suggesting if they remain in the courtroom we will forthwith put in 
a telephone call to the bar association to see what could be developed 
there. 

Mr. Wiuts. He had asked if he could do some phoning. We cannot 
deprive him of that. Mr. Devunich, you understand you are under 
subpena. You have to be around. You have been served a paper by 
the marshal of the United States. You are not released. You are 
still under our jurisdiction. 

Mr. Devunicu. We understand. 

Mr. Arens. May I suggest this, Mr. Chairman, that Mr. Margetich 
escort the two witnesses, if it is agreeable with them, to the telephone 
that is in the office adjoining the courtroom here? 

Mr. Wituts. And you put in a private telephone call right there. 

Mr. Arens. Let them make any calls they want to. Let him, if 
agreeable to the chairman and them, make a call or two to the local 
bar association, the legal aid, or any other entity of similar character 
here that might be able to accommodate these witnesses. We will 
not, of course, insist on your taking any particular lawyer or anything 
of that kind. It is just an effort of the committee to be able to facili- 
tate its work here in interrogating you with you having the privilege 
of counsel. 

Mr. All right. 

Mrs. Devunicn. Mr. Chairman, before we leave am I to under- 
stand that you are going to contact the bar association or we should 
contact the bar association ? 

Mr. Wixtts. Both. You go over there and you can phone yourself. 

Mrs. Devunicn. I see. 

Mr. Wiruts. Then our own staff member will also phone. Every- 
body will be trying. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I have just instructed Mr. Margetich 
of this staff not to be in the presence of these two witnesses when they 
are in personal conversation on the telephone to any lawyer. 

Mr. All right. 

Mr. Arens. Are you ready, Mr. Chairman, for another witness? 
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Mr. Wits. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Vincent Kemenovich, or come forward. 

Mr. Wits. Please raise your right hand. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give 
will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God ¢ 

Mr. Kemenovicu. I do. 

Mr. Wiis. Please be seated. 


TESTIMONY OF VINCENT KEMENOVICH, ACCOMPANIED BY 
COUNSEL, HYMEN SCHLESINGER 


Mr. Arens. Please identify yourself by name, residence, and occu- 
pation. 
Mr. Kemenovicu. Do I have to stand when I—— 

Mr. Arens. No; you may be seated. 

Mr. Kemenovicu. Yes. My name is Vincent Kemenovich. I re- 
side at 207 Brinton Avenue, Trafford, Pa., and I am a factory worker, 
employed in a factory. 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today, Mr. Kemenovich, in response 
to a subpena which was served upon you by the House Committee on 
Un-American Activities ? 

Mr. Kemenovicu. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. And you are represented by counsel ? 

Mr. Kemenovicu. I am. 

me Arens. Counsel, will you kindly identify yourself on this 
record 

Mr. Scutestncer. Hymen Schlesinger, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

Mr. Arens. Where were you born, Mr. Kemenovich ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kemenovicu. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that there is 
litigation in my case which concerns my birthplace and so on, I feel 
that anything I would say concerning this fact may adversely affect 
my litigation in the other case. Therefore I claim the protection of 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Were you born in a country other than the country in 
which you presently reside, the United States? In other words, were 
you born ina foreign country ? 

Mr. Kemenovicu. I didn’t understand the question. 

Mr. Arens. Were you born in a foreign country, a country other 
than the United States ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kemenovicn. Mr. Chairman, I am willing to answer this ques- 
tion, only but it was not open this, am I answering this question does 
not open the door to other additional questions in reference to the 
same matter. 

Mr. Arens. We won’t work any kind of deal of that character at 
all; no, sir. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kemenovicu. Then I claim the protection of the first and fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Are you a citizen of the United States? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 


f 
4 
q 
1 

| 


474 DENATURALIZATION AND DEPORTATION OF COMMUNISTS 


Mr. Kemenovicn. I claim the protection of the first and fifth 
amendments. 

Mr. Arens. How long have you lived in the United States ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kemenovicn. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that all these 

uestions that you ask and others that you will continue to ask in this 
line and direction have been answered and are a matter of record, 
therefore I feel that to raise these questions here and take out matters 
that have nothing to do with these questions will just make it more 
difficult for me, and I am compelled to invoke my rights on the first 
and fifth amendments, 

Mr. Wits. Let me say this. As I indicated in my opening state- 
ment this morning, we are not directing the questions having to do 
with your particular case specifically, but what we are interested in 
is to develop facts and circumstances, using your case simply as an 
illustration, to try to see why administrative difficulties have been 
encountered under the present law. In other words, the Congress of 
the United States passed the law which permits the deportation of 
certain people in certain cases, specified cases. Now, we know that 
there were proceedings involving you. We are not directing ourselves 
to your case in particular, but we want to find out the circumstances 
in your case and then try to find out whether there is something 
wrong with the law or whether it should be corrected. So do not 
take this as though it is directed as a rehash of your case. We have 
nothing to do with the administration of the law. We are trying to 
develop facts to know whether we should amend those laws. That is 
the basis for the inquiry. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, perhaps I could supplement your ob- 
servation so that the pertinency of ” questions and the relevancy 
of the subject under inquiry are absolutely clear. 

It is the information of this committee, sir, that you have been 
identified repeatedly by live witnesses under oath, who are responsi- 
ble, credible witnesses, as a person who has been a member of the 
Communist Party. 

Mr. Kemenovicu. By Cvetic. 

Mr. Arens. It is further the information of this committee that 
since January 14, 1952, there has been outstanding in your case a war- 
rant of cy Sao for the purpose of attempting to effect your de- 
portation from this country as an alien Communist. 

It is further the information of this committee that the Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization Service, notwithstanding its very efficient, 
dedicated efforts in attempting to effect your deportation pursuant to 
the law, has been unable to do so. 

It is further the information of this committee that the chief prob- 
lem in your case which has precluded your deportation as an alien 
Communist since the order of deportation was issued in 1952 was 
because there is an exceeding difficulty in procuring travel documents, 
in that the Iron Curtain country from which you came will not issue 
travel documents for your admission. That all of these matters have 
been finally adjudicated up tothe very moment. 

Now, I should like to ask you, sir, have you ever applied since 1952 
for travel documents to any foreign country 4 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 
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Mr. Kemenovicu. Mr. Chairman, I am compelled to state here that 
answering this question would lead to additional questions that would, 
in turn, make it possible for an agency, not necessarily this committee, 
to further persecute me. Therefore I invoke the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Since the time the order of deportation was issued 
against you and since the conclusion of all the administrative processes 
in your case resulting in a final order of deportation, have you been 
engaged in Communist Party activities in the Pittsburgh area? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kemenovicu. Mr. Chairman, this question is also in line with 
the other questions asked as for the purpose of further opening the 
door for my persecution. I feel that to answer I would be helping to 
violate the first and fifth amendments. ‘Therefore, I decline to answer 
on the basis of the first and fifth. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I think that I could clarify the record 
on the history of the case a little better than I have done heretofore. 

Mr. Wuuis. Ask him specific questions, a few of them: Was he 
ordered deported? When? Has he been a Communist? Has there 
been a deportation order ? 

Mr. Arens. All right, sir. 

Was a warrant of arrest issued by the Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion Service in your case on September 19, 1949, on the ground that 
you were a member of a group advocating the overthrow of the Gov- 
ernment by force and violence? Is that a fact? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kemenovicn. Mr. Chairman, the question put to me is very 
objectionable for the simple reason that the committee has the record 
and the record is a matter of the committee records that it is going 
to submit to the Congress upon which they will base any changes in 
the law and so and so on; and, therefore, to put that question to me 
at the open hearings of this type without giving me an opportunity 
to bring defense of myself, I don’t think it is fair. I don’t think it 
is proper and I refuse to become part of this, really part of this 
persecution of other people who might be in the same shoes as I am 
and who are just as innocent asI am. Therefore I claim the first and 
fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Was your case completely adjudicated by the Immi- 
gration Service over the course of many years? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kemenovicn. I personally don’t see that any benefit is going 
to be derived by this committee or me in answering your question. 
Therefore I claim the first and fifth. 

Mr. Wiiu1s. It is a fact, is it not, that the Immigration Service 
gave you an opportunity to submit all the evidence you had in con- 
nection with whether or not you should be depo and that they 
heard your side and presented their evidence and they decided you 
should be deported? Now, is that not a fact ? 

Mr. Kemenovicu. Will you ask the question again? I was dis- 
tracted for a second. 

Mr. Wuus. Is it not a fact that the Immigration Service after 
servicing the case and going through whatever the law requires—is it 
not a fact that they entered an order requiring you to be deported ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. 
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Mr. Kemenovicu. Mr. Chairman, I don’t want to stand here defi- 
nitely as if I am defying this committee, the Congress of the United 
States, and so on and so on. I don’t want anybody to get that idea. 
Yet I can safely say that I haven’t had court. 

(The witness conferred further with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Kemenovicu. Mr. Chairman, as much as I hate to, because I 
would like to very much state my case, but to answer your question at 
the moment without due explanation will certainly jeopardize me 
because I will leave myself open to many other questions. Therefore, 
I respectfully claim the protection of the first and fifth amendment. 

Mr. Wiiuis. I think, from the questions of our counsel, it ap- 

ears to be a fact that the Immigration Service entered an order a 
ong time ago for your deportation; and now what I wanted to find 
= was why you have not been deported. Do you have any reasons 
why ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kemenovicu. Mr. Chairman, to ask me that question, I cer- 
tainly don’t know. I mean I am not qualified to answer. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I should like to explain the pertinency 
and relevancy of this series of questions on this record and I shall read 
now the excerpts. 

Mr. Kemenovicn. Mr. Arens, I am sorry, but I didn’t—you inter- 
rupted me. I thought—give me courtesy. 

Mr. Arens. I beg ats . Tamsorry. I was answering the chair- 
man. Proceed. 

Mr. Kemenovicu. I am not a trained lawyer. I am a factory 
ir and I lost my trends of thoughts and I don’t want to repeat 
myself. 

Mr. Arens. Perhaps you will pick up the thread of thought in a few 
minutes. 

I should like now to explain for the record the pertinency and rele- 
vancy of the question to the subject under inquiry. The case history 
here, sir, of your case taken from the record of the Immigration and 
Naturalization Service is as follows: That on September 19, 1949, a 
warrant of arrest was issued by the Immigration and Naturalization 
Service for your arrest and deportation as an alien Communist who, 
after entry, was a member of a group advocating overthrow of the 
Government by force and violence. Thereafter, there was a hearing 
on January 9, 1951, in which you were ordered deported. At that time 
the Immigration Service produced testimony from five live, competent 
witnesses respecting your Communist Party affiliations and activity. 
Since then, just 2 days ago in these proceedings here in Pittsburgh 
two other competent, honorable witnesses have identified you as a 
known Communist. 

Thereafter, on June 21, 1951, you were again ordered deported, 
from which an appeal was taken on July 6, 1951. Thereafter, on 
January 4, 1952, the matter was adjudicated by the Board of Immi- 
gration Appeals and the appeal taken by yourself was dismissed. 

Thereafter, on January 14, 1952, a warrant of deportation was issued. 

Thereafter, on October 8, 1953, there was a denial of your applica- 
tion for a stay under a section of the law which prohibits deportation 
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of an individual irrespective of his Communist affiliations if his depor- 
tation would result in personal persecution. 

Now, the intent and purpose of our questions is to ascertain what 
you have been doing since the final order of deportation, since all of 
these proceedings have been concluded back in 1953, whether or not 
you have continued Communist Party functions and Communist Party 
activities and to explore with you to get by direction, if possible, and 
if not possible, by indirection, the causes as to why your deportation 
from this country has not been effected. One of the reasons we under- 
stand is that there has been an exceeding difficulty in procuring travel 
documents from Yugoslavia, the country from chick you came—all 
for the purpose of assembling information which may be taken by this 
subcommittee back to Washington to attempt, if possible, to devise 
legislative provisions so as to tighten up on Communists who have, as 
the chairman said in his opening statement here today, been pene- 
trating this country for the purpose of carrying on the work of the 
international Communist conspiracy. 

Now, sir, with that question thoroughly explained, at least to the 
best of my competency in this record as to its pertinency and rele- 
vancy, I ask you, have you been engaged in Communist Party activi- 
ties since October 8, 1953 ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kemenovicu. Mr. Chairman, the question that Mr. Arens put 
to me—— 

Mr. Wixuis. A little louder, please. 

Mr. Kemenovicu. The question that Mr. Arens put to me doesn’t 
make me feel that my answer will help me or the committee to clarify 
anything, I think. Therefore, I claim the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. The second question I should like to ask you, which is 
thoroughly germane to this subject under inquiry is: To your knowl- 
edge have any travel documents been issued in your case by any 
country permitting your entry into that country pursuant to the 
order of deportation ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Kemenovicu. Mr. Chairman, I am quite certain that the com- 
mittee has access to the documents to which I have no access, such 
as immigration files, and they should be more qualified to find this 
information, as I have none on this subject. Therefore I claim the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Have you taken any steps to preclude the issuance of 
travel documents or to stop the issuance of travel documents by any 
country since the order of deportation was made final? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Kemenovicn. I claim the protection of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. And the final question: Are you now, this minute, a 
member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Kemenovicu. Fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will con- 
clude the staff interrogation of this witness. 

Mr. Wiu1s. The witness is excused. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, please, I have just been advised by Mr. 
Margetich of this staff that in the case of the first two witnesses who 
were called this morning, Mr. and Mrs. Devunich, arrangements have 
been made for them to very promptly confer with a representative of 
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the local lawyers’ association; and I therefore respectfully request, 
Mr. Chairman, that they be released from appearance until the after- 
noon session. It is now 5 minutes of 11. If they are now released I 
would speculate they could be conferring with the attorney for another 
half hour or so, and that would give them ample time, I imagine, un- 
less he determines otherwise, to make arrangements of some kind 
with him for an appearance. ; 

I respectfully suggest that, if agreeable with you, their appearance 
pursuant to their subpena be deferred until 2 o’clock this afternoon. 

Mr. Wi1u1s. It is so ordered. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that the next 
witness be Katherine Kemenovich. 

Mr. Please raise your right hand. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give will 
— m4 truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 


Mrs. Kemenovicu. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF KATHERINE KEMENOVICH, ACCOMPANIED BY 
COUNSEL, HYMEN SCHLESINGER 


Mr. Arens. Please identify yourself by name, residence, and occu- 
pation. 
Mrs. Kemenovicu. Katherine Kemenovich, 207 Brinton Avenue, 


Trafford, housewife. 
Mr. Arens. You are appearing today, Mrs. Kemenovich, in response 


toa —— which was served upon you by this committee ? 


Mrs. Kemenovicn. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. And you are represented by counsel ? 

Mrs. Kemenovicu. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, please identify yourself. 

Mr. Scutestncer. Hymen Schlesinger, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

Mr. Arens. Solely for the purpose of identification are you the wife 
of the man who preceded you to the stand, Mr. Vincent Kemenovich ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Kemenovicn. If it doesn’t open any door, I will answer it. 

Mr. Arens. It is only for the purpose of identification I asked that 
question. 

Mrs. Kemenovicn. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Where were you born ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Kemenovicu. Well, then it was Austria-Hungary and now it is 
Yugoslavia. 

Mr. Arens. When did you come to the United States? 

Mrs. Kemenovicn. 1921. 

Mr. Arens. Did you come for permanent residence then ? 

Mrs. Kemenovicu. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Are you a citizen of the United States? 

Mrs. Kemenovicu. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. By naturalization ? 

Mrs. Kemenovicu. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Where and when were you naturalized? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 
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Mrs. Kemenovicu. If it doesn’t open any door I will answer it. 

Mr. Arens. I am not making any commitments here as to what 
doors are or are not being opened. I am asking you only, without 
reservation and without equivocation, when and where were you 
naturalized ¢ 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Kemenovicu. I claim the protection of the fifth and first 
amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Do you honestly apprehend that if you told this com- 
mittee truthfully, while you were under oath, when and where you 
were naturalized as a citizen of the United States you would be sup- 
plying information that might be used against you in a criminal 
proceeding 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

_ Mrs. Kemenovicu. It would be a link in the chain which would 
incriminate me. 

Mr. Te Were you naturalized in Steubenville, Ohio, on June 
10, 1941 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mr. Arens. Excuse me. Did you file a petition for naturalization 
at Steubenville, Ohio, on June 10, 1941? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Kemenovicn. First and fifth amendments. 

ne Arens. Were you admitted to citizenship on September 3, 
1941 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Kemenovicu. First and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. At the time of your naturalization were you a mem- 
ber of the Communist Party ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Kemenovicu. The answer is the same. 

Mr. Arens. Are you cognizant of the program of the Communist 
Party in which it advocates, and has advocated, the overthrow of the 
Government of the United States by force and violence ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Kemenovicn. The answer is the same. 

Mr. Arens. Now, do you honestly apprehend that if you told this 
committee truthfully, while you are under oath, whether or not at 
the time of your naturalization you knew that the Communist Party 
advocated the overthrow of this Government by force and violence 
you would be supplying information which might be used against 
you in a criminal proceeding ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel. ) 

Mrs. Kemenovicu. It could be a link in the chain. 

Mr. Arens. According to the files of the Immigration and Natu- 
ralization Service in your case—which I assert now is only typical 
of numerous cases, as was the case of your husband typical of numer- 
ous deportation cases—on June 10, 1941, you filed a petition for natu- 
ralization at Steubenville, Ohio; on September 3, 1941, you were 
admitted to citizenship and took an oath to support and defend the 
Constitution of the United States; that on August 13, 1954, a com- 

laint or petition was filed by the Immigration Service here in 
Pittsburgh to revoke your citizenship, alleging that your naturaliza- 
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tion was procured illegally in that you concealed at the time that you 
were a member of the Communist Party. Thereafter, in April 1958, 
_ last year, this case was dismissed and was not reinstituted in 
ight of certain decisions by the courts on the issue of attempting to 
prove that you were not only a member of the Communist Party 
at the time of your naturalization but that you subjectively knew 
that the Communist Party engaged in the advocacy of the overthrow 
of this Government by force and violence. 

Have I recited so far as your recognition is concerned the essence 
of your case? 

Mrs. Kemenovicu. First and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know a lady by the name of Mary Golden ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel. ) 

Mrs. Kemenovicn. First and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now, this minute, a member of the Commu- 
nist Party ? 

Mrs. Kemenovicn. The answer is the same. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that in the pres- 
ence of this witness Mrs. Golden be requested to come forward just 
for the purpose of identification. 

Mr. Wits. Mrs. Golden. 


TESTIMONY OF MARY GOLDEN—Resumed 


Mr. Wiis. Mrs. Golden, you have been previously sworn on this 
record 

Mrs. Goupen. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. You testified a couple of days ago respecting your par- 
ticipation in the Communist Party at the aE of the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation; is that correct ? 

Mrs. Gotpen. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Arens. During the course of your membership and participa- 
tion in the Communist Party, did you know as a Communist a person 
by the name of Katherine Kemenovich ? 

Mrs. Gorpen. I did. 

Mr. Arens. When did you last see her as a Communist and work 
with her as a Communist ? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Last Saturday in Hymen Schlesinger’s office. 

Mr. Arens. Was that a Communist Party meeting in which you 
were a participant ? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. In passing, may I ask when was the Communist Party 
meeting last Saturday set up; when were the arrangements made for 
the Communist Party meeting? 

Mrs. Gotpen. The arrangements were made the Saturday that they 
had the meeting for the Independent Voters League. My husband 
was told that he would be called by Alex Staber and told when the 
meeting was to take place. 

Mr. Arens. Who notified you to come to the meeting ? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Alex Staber. 

Mr. Arens. Was the meeting, as you understand it, to be a Com- 
munist Party meeting or was it to be something else ? 

Mrs. Gotpen. It was a meeting. 
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Mr. Arens. And did you go there with any idea that you were there 
in the status of a client with an attorney, or did you go there, on the 
other hand, with the contemplation that you were there to attend a 
cell meeting of a Communist fraction ? 

Mrs. GotpEN. We had no intention of obtaining a lawyer. It was 
a meeting. 

Mr. Arens. Was it, and I shall not burden you with the details, 
but was it in all essence a functional meeting of the Communist 
Party ? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. In which those attending participated as comrades? 

Mrs. GotpEN. Yes, sir. 

ory Arens. Now, at that meeting, did you see Katherine Kemeno- 
vich 

Mrs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Did she participate in that meeting as a comrade? 

Mrs. Goipen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Was that meeting called and promoted and developed 
for the purpose of devising a _ ersenntion program and Communist 
objectives and Communist strategy, particularly with reference to 
these hearings? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Was there discussed in the meeting other Communist 
activities and other Communist programs ? 

Mrs. Gotpen. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Thank you, Mrs. Golden. 


TESTIMONY OF KATHERINE KEMENOVICH—Resumed 


Mr. Arens. Mrs. Kemenovich, just to bring your case, as a typical 
case, down to date so that this committee will en factual informa- 
tion in this typical case—and I emphasize the word “typical”—when 
it returns to Washington to deliberate on tightening the laws, if pos- 
sible, to cope with the Communist menace, may I ask you, was Mrs. 
Golden in error, or was she accurate, a moment ago when she said, in 
essence, that in the course of the last several days she attended a Com- 
munist meeting with you here in Pittsburgh and identified you as a 
member of the Communist Party ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Kemenovicu. I refuse to dignify the statement of a stool 
pigeon. So I take the fifth and first amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will conclude 
the staff interrogation of the witness. 

Mr. Wiiurs. The witness is excused. 

We will take an informal recess for 5 minutes to give the reporter a 
rest. 

(Subcommittee members present: Representatives Willis and 
Tuck.) 

( Brief recess. ) 
members present: Representatives Willis and 

uck. ) 

Mr. Wirtts. The subcommittee will please come to order. 

’ Please call your next witness. 
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Mr. Arens. If you please, Mr. Chairman, the next witness will be 
Alex Roth Rakosi. 

Mr. Wiiuis. Please raise your right hand. ; : 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give will 
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God ? 

Mr. Raxost. I do. 

Mr. Do you object to being photographed 

Mr. Raxost. There is no use objecting, sir, because they are taking 
it anyway. 


TESTIMONY OF ALEX ROTH RAKOSI, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
HYMEN SCHLESINGER 


Mr. Arens. Please identify yourself by name, residence, and occu- 
ation. 
a Mr. Raxost. Alex Roth Rakosi, 440 Lincoln Highway, Irwin, Pa., 
home improvement, house repairs. 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today in response to a subpena 
which was served upon you by this committee ? 

Mr. Raxost. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. And you are represented by counsel ? 

Mr. Raxost. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, please identify yourself. 

Mr. Scuiestncer. Hymen Schlesinger, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

Mr. Arens. How did you pronounce your name? I do not want 
to mispronounce it. 

Mr. Raxost. Rakosi. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been known by any other name? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Raxost. Sir, my name is Alex Roth Rakosi. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been known by any other name? 

Mr. Raxost. Let me say this, sir: In answering your question as 
to my conclusion in my answer I would like to sseail that Jesus, Son 
of Mary, when He was confronted with His inquisitors like I am here 
now with a question, He remained silent. That was the fifth amend- 
ment of His time. In answering your question, I respectfully claim 
the first amendment and the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Are you a now a member of a godless conspiracy that 
denies the existence of God and is dedicated to the overthrow of this 
Government by force and violence ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Raxost. See. This is an attempt of the committee to inject re- 
ligious issues. 

Mr. Witus.. We will not tolerate any audible comment from the 
audience. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Raxost. The founder of this State if I recall in the 17th cen- 
tury, William Penn, and his Friends took the fifth amendment of their 
time. I avail myself of the privilege of taking the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Where were you born ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Raxost. Mr. Counsel, I am sure that you know where I was 
born, but solely for identification I was born in Hungary. 
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Mr. Arens. When? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Raxost. If this question doesn’t open any doors—— 

Mr. Arens. Now let the record be clear. We are making no deals. 

(The witness conferred further with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Arens. And will not be precluded by any answer you give. 

Mr. Raxost. If this — doesn’t open any doors—— 

Mr. Arens. Do not let your hypothesis there assume any restraint 
on the part of this committee from pursuing any objective that we 
legitimately can pursue. 

Mr. Raxost. I appreciate your effort to confuse me, sir. And I am 
confused. Iam confused very much. 

Mr. Arens. Please tell us when you were born. 

Mr. Raxost. I am confused. I am harassed. Your methods made 
me penniless. So please—the photographers are all around me here. 
I don’t know whether I am a boy or a girl. I don’t even know what 
I want to say. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know when you were born ? 

Mr. Rakost. I was born in Hungary. 

Mr. Arens. When? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Raxkost. This is a matter of record. Solely for identification, 
sir, I was born in 1907. 

Mr. Arens. When did you come to the United States for permanent 
residence 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Raxosr. The same basis, that is if it doesn’t open a door for 
further harassment. To my recollection I came to this country in 
1923. 

Mr. Arens. Are you a citizen of the United States? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Raxost. For identification purposes, yes. 

Mr. Arens. Were you naturalized as a citizen ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Raxost. Well, it is obvious from the fact that I was born in 
another country. 

Mr. Arens. Not necessarily. There is such a thing as derivative 
citizenship. Now, when were you naturalized as a citizen in the 
United States? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Rakost. What was the question, sir? 

Mr. Arens. When were you naturalized as a citizen ? 

Mr. Rakost. Sir, I listened to the opening remarks of the chairman, 
and I just can’t see what this question has anything to do with why 
I was called here. 

Mr. Arens. I will explain it to you. 

Mr. Rakost. And for this reason, sir, before you explain—— 

Mr. Arens. I will explain it to you right now. 

Mr. Rakost. Before you explain, I want to finish. I invoke the 
fifth amendment privilege. 

Mr. Arens. Now I am going to explain to you because you don’t 
understand what we are doing here apparently. At least you assert 
you do not. 
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It is the information of this committee, taken from the records of 
the Immigration and Naturalization Service in your case, which we 
are advised is typical of numerous cases, that on May 17, 1938, you 
filed a peition for naturalization. 

Mr. Raxosr. When was that, sir? 

Mr. Arens. May 17, 1938; is that correct? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Witx1s. When you filed a petition. 

Mr. Arens. Is that correct? 

Mr. Raxost. I just—I didn’t hear, sir. Iam a little hard of hearing. 

Mr. Arens. May 17, 1938, you filed a petition for naturalization to 
become a citizen of this great Republic; on January 5, 1940, you took 
an oath to be a loyal American, to defend and support the Constitution 
of the United States against all enemies foreign and domestic; that 
you at that time—I do not have the exact language—asserted that you 
were not then a member of any organization dedicated to the over- 
throw of this Government by force and violence; and that you were 
then admitted to citizenship. 

It is further the information of this committee, taken from the rec- 
ords of the Immigration and Naturalization Service in this typical 
case, that on May 5, 1954, a complaint was filed in the United States 
District Court here in Pittsburgh, alleging that you procured citizen- 
ship illegally in that you concealed from the Government that you were 
a member of the Communist Party as of the time you took that oath. 
It is the further information of this committee, also taken from the rec- 
ords of the Immigration and Naturalization Service, that due to cer- 
tain judicial decisions which had in the meantime been handed down, 
it was virtually impossible for the Immigration and Naturalization 
Service to proceed in your case, notwithstanding the fact that they had 
then live witnesses of proven integrity who were prepared to testify 
under oath that they knew you as a member of the Communist Party 
as of the time you took that oath. 

Since then, sir, just a couple of days ago, there appeared before this 
committee a lady who had served in the Communist Party at the behest 
of the Federal Bureau of Investigation. She testified under oath that 
she knew you as a member of the Communist Party, active in the Com- 
munist Party; and she gave considerable information respecting your 
participation in that conspiratorial organization. 

Now, notwithstanding the fact that your denaturalization case has 
been dismissed, it is the intent of this committee—by indirection, prob- 
ably, and by direction, if possible—to get such information as may be 
available from you to enable this committee, when it returns to Wash- 
ington, to appraise this typical case and attempt, if it can, to devise 
legislative provisions so as to tighten up and facilitate, within the 
framework of fair play, the processes of this Government so that it can 
rid itself of Communist traitors who have in the past and are to this 
day penetrating our defenses for the objective of subverting this great 
Republic in the interest of a godless international conspiracy. 

Now, sir, with that explanation, I should like to ask you: At the 
time you took your oath as a citizen of the United States on January 5, 
1940, were you then a member of this atheistic conspiracy known as the 
Communist Party? 
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Mr. Raxost. Sir, with these long speeches I just understand that the 
motive of this committee is to harass, to ruin people, their lives, liveli- 
hoods. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly answer the question ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Raxosi. And I am not going to give any help to help you to 
ruin the lives of innocent people, and | respectfully claim the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Have you been engaging in Communist Party activities 
since the dismissal of the denaturalization proceedings against you? 

Mr. Raxost. I claim the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Have you been back to your native Hungary at any 
time since you left there? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Raxosi. I imagine this committee has the record of—I claim 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. When were you last absent from the United States? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Raxost. I claim the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Have you been absent from the United States at any 
time in the course of the last 5 years ¢ 

Mr. Raxost. I claim the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Are you, or have you been in the last few years, active 
in the American Committee for Protection of Foreign Born 4 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Raxost. I claim the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. What was your employment immediately prior to 


your paces employment ? 


(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Raxost. I claim the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Have you been engaged in any publishing work, any 
writing, editing, anything of that character? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Raxost. Isthere any freedom of the press? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir, and there is also eesdiien of inquiry by this 
committee to undertake to determine what Communists are doing to 
subvert this great Nation. 

Mr. Raxost. Then [ claim the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. I put it to you as a fact, sir, that you were for 5 years 
on the editorial staff of a Hungarian language paper in Cleveland 
and that you were, thereafter, a reporter and writer for the Com- 
munist Daily Worker and managing editor of a Hungarian news- 
paper in New York City, all or part of the time prior to the time you 
came to Pittsburgh. If that is not true, please tm it while you are 
under oath. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Raxost. That question is direct interference with my privilege. 
The freedom of speech, press is concerned as you very well know. 
I claim the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. How old were you when you came to the United States ? 
I want to be sure I have that on the record. I could figure it from the 
date of your birth, date of admission. I think you could help me on 
that, if you please. 
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Mr. Raxost. It would have been much faster and saved money of 
the Government and taxpayers if you would have looked it up. But 
to help you for identification only—now let’s see how old was? Do 
I have to be exact? 

Mr. Arens. No; your best recollection or approximation, if you 
please, sir. 

Mr. Raxost. Yes; about 15. 

Mr. Arens. Were you educated in the United States after you 
arrived here? Did you goto school here? 

Mr. Raxost. No; I am getting an education here now, from this 
committee, education in harassment. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly answer the question ? 

Mr. Raxost. What was the question, sir? 

Mr. Arens. The question is, Did you attend school in the United 
States after you arrived here? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Raxost. You mean by that, sir, a public school ? 

Mr. Arens. We will start with that; yes. 

Mr. Raxost. All right. And where will we finish, sir? 

Mr. Arens. Now, would you kindly answer the question, Did you 
attend public schools? 

Mr. Raxost. Well, to the best recollection, I went to an unsegre- 
gated public school in East Pittsburgh, unsegregated, for about 6 
months orso. Idon’t recall. Ihave to look it up. 

Mr. Arens. Was this a high school ¢ 

Mr. Raxost. It wasn’t a highschool. Public school. 

Mr. Arens. Did that complete your formal education, public edu- 
cation? Ishould say education in a public school. 

Mr. Raxosr. My public education, as I said before, is being con- 
tinued here today, sir, and yesterday. 

Mr. Arens. Did that complete your formal education in the public- 
schoo] system, is what I am asking. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Raxost. As far as I recollect. 

Mr. Arens. Have you attended any other schools, training schools 
of any variety, since you completed your formal education in the 
public schools? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Raxost. Sir, I do not admit whether I did or did not, and this 
is, after all, none of the business of this committee, and I claim the 
first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Have you attended any Communist Party training 
schools since you completed your formal education in the public 
school system? Please answer that question. 

Mr. Raxost. I claim the first and fifth amendments. I claim the 
first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now, this very minute, a member of the Com- 
munist Party ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Raxost. Well, of course, you must know that this is an im- 
proper question, sir. Do I have any rights under the first and fifth 
amendments? I claim the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will conclude 
the staff interrogation of this wilness. 
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Mr. Wits. The witness is excused. 

Mr. Arens. The next witness, if you please, Mr. Chairman, will 
by Mr. Allan McNeil. 

Would you kindly come forward? The name, according to our 
record here, is James Allan Donald McNeil. 

Mr. Wis. Please raise your right hand, sir. Do you solemnly 
swear that the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. McNeu.. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JAMES ALLAN DONALD McNEIL, ACCOMPANIED 
BY COUNSEL, HYMEN SCHLESINGER 


Mr. Arens. Please identify yourself by name, residence, and occu- 
ation. 
" Mr. McNet. My name is Allan D. McNeil. My residence is 3444 
Ward Stret, Pittsburgh, and I am unemployed. 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today, Mr. McNeil, in response to 
a subpena which was served upon you by the House Committee on 
Un-American Activities? 

Mr. McNett. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. And you are represented by counsel ? 

Mr. McNet. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, kindly identify yourself. 

Mr. Scuiestncer. Hymen Schlesinger, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

Mr. Arens. Have you been known by any name other than the name 
to which you just responded, Mr. McNeil? 

Mr. McNet. Mr. Chairman, I must claim the first and fifth amend- 
ments on this question. 

Mr. Arens. Where were you born and when ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. McNetz. Mr. Chairman, there is at present in progress some 
litigation with the Immigration Service in my case. Because of this 
fact, ve uestions relative to this business I must answer with the 
first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. Were you born outside the United States ? 

Mr. McNet. My answer is the same. 

Mr. Arens. When did you come to the United States? 

Mr. McNet. My answer is the same. 

Mr. Arens. Are you a citizen of the United States? 

Mr. McNett. I answer the same. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been naturalized ? 

Mr. McNett. I answer the same, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. McNeil, I should like to recite to you certain ele- 
ments in the case of yourself which we have procured from the Immi- 
gration and Naturalization Service. It is the basis on which I speak. 

Mr. McNew. Before you do, Mr. Arens—— 

Mr. Arens. On the basis of which I propose to interrogate you on 
certain matters. 

Mr. McNet. Before you do, Mr. Arens, may I appeal to the Chair? 

Mr. Arens is now going to recite, apparently, matters that are still 
in litigation, and he is now going to put in the record, I presume, 
alleged facts; and I think that this is highly irregular, sir, and I ask 
you please to exercise your authority and stop it. 
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Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I believe the record will be clear after 
I make my explanation here as to why this witness is here and the 
status of his case. 

Mr. McNet. I must again, Mr. Chairman, appeal to you, sir, please. 

Mr. Wituts. Well, Mr. Arens apparently disagrees with you. 

Mr. McNew. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Arens. Before I pose any more questions to the—— 

Mr. McNeu. It is you has the authority, not Arens, in this matter. 

Mr. Arens. Before I pose any more questions to the witness, the 
explanation I believe should be in the record and then the chairman 
may make a determination, if you desire, Mr. Chairman, as to whether 
or not you would like to proceed with this interrogation. 

It is the information of this committee, taken from the records of 
the Immigration and Naturalization Service, sir, that you were born 
in India—in Caleutta, India; that you came to the United States in 
1920 in transit as a seaman; that in 1937 you went to Spain and par- 
ticipated in the Abraham Lincoln Brigade and there assumed the name 
of Allen Johnson, and were given a status by the Communist brigade 
there as Maj. Allen Johnson. Thereafter, you came back to the 
United States and returned again to Spain in 1989. In 1952, a war- 
rant of arrest and deportation was served in your case, the grounds be- 
ing that after reentry you were a member of the Communist Party. 
Under the provisions of the Walter-McCarran Immigration and Na- 
tionality Act you were ordered deported after all of the administrative 
processes had been gone through with. 

Mr. Witu1s. When ? 

Mr. Arens. That was on June 6, 1954. That thereafter because of 
a series of decisions by the courts the warrant of deportation was 
withdrawn, giving a very brief summary of the case. 

Mr. Wits. When was that? 

Mr. Arens. January 8, 1957, the order of deportation was with- 
drawn, sir. 

Mr. Wiuuis. Are there any actual pending proceedings before any 
court against the man ? 

Mr. Scuiestncer. The warrant was not withdrawn, Your Honor. 
The order of deportation was reversed and the proceedings remanded 
to the Immigration Service and there is a hearing scheduled. 

Mr. McNem. April 20. 

Mr. Scuuesincer. April 20, 1956. I mean 1959. Next month. 

Mr. McNem. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I would say this. If the case is cur- 
rently pending administratively or in the courts, I would respect- 
fully suggest we suspend interrogating this witness. It was the infor- 
mation which we have been assured is accurate—— 

Mr. Wiis. Let us get the record straight. Do you assert, as a 
fact under oath, that some administrative steps or proceedings are 
scheduled for a hearing either before a court or before the Immigra- 
tion Service in April next? 

Mr. McNet. April 20, to be precise. May I before—— 

Mr. Arens. Under those circumstances—— 

Mr. McNem. Before Mr. Arens gets into it, may I please—I am 
merely asking for a courtesy in this matter. Mr. Arens has sat here, 
and I think it is a most inadvisable and highly dishonorable kind of 
practice—— 
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Mr. Wiis. Now, wait a minute. Did you not hear what he just 
su ted ? 

y r. McNer. I understand it. After he gets the stuff in the record, 
sir. 

Mr. Wituts. Now wait a minute. 

Mr. Arens. I was going to suggest, Mr. Chairman, that if this 
witness will testify under oath that there is some additional proceed- 
ing which is yet to be held, something else to transpire, we do not 
pursue or open up the questions which we were going to pose to the 
man, which we have not yet even gotten into. On the other hand, 
if the fact is, as we have been advised—at least my records reflect 
here from the investigators who have been in contact with the Immi- 
gration Service—that the warrant of deportation was withdrawn, 
then [ suggest we proceed. Gos 

I would respectfully suggest that we lean over backward in this 
case, as we do in other cases, and avoid any possi sle conflict with an 
administrative proceeding. 

Mr. McNew. May I submit to this here ? 

Mr. Arens. As far as you blackening my character here, I am 
used to that by traitors and Communists that appear before this com- 
mittee, and it goes off my back like water off a duck. 

Mr. McNet. May I ask that be stricken from the record 

Mr. Wiiu1s. You opened up the door, quite uncharitably. 

What do you suggest, Mr. Arens? 

Mr. Arens. I suggest this man be continued under subpena, sub- 
ject to the call of the Chair after such time as we are able to make a 
determination if there is any additional administrative proceeding 
pending in this matter. 

Mr. Wiiuts. That course will be followed and the subpena will re- 
main outstanding. 

Mr. Scutestncer. Your Honor, I might say 

Mr. Wits. So the witness is excused. 

Mr. Scuurstncer. There is a representative here of the Immigra- 
tion Service. 

Mr. Wiis. You asked for a continuance. Now you just want to 
have further debate. The witness is excused. The witness is excused 
under the conditions I have stated. 

The subcommittee will stand in recess until 2 o’clock this afternoon. 

(Whereupon, the subcommittee recessed at 12 o’clock, to reconvene 
at 2 p.m. of the same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION—THURSDAY, MARCH 12, 1959 


(Subcommittee members present : Representatives Willis and Tuck.) 

Mr. Wiis. The subcommittee will please come to order. 

Counsel, call your first witness. 

Mr. Arens. Mrs. Anna Devunich, please come forward and remain 
standing while the chairman administers an oath. 

Mr. Wiuts. Please raise your right hand. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give 
will = inn truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God? 

Mrs. Devunicu. I do. 
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TESTIMONY OF ANNA DEVUNICH, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
HYMEN SCHLESINGER—Resumed 


Mr. Arens. Mrs. Devunich, you have been previously sworn on this 
record and have testified to the effect that you did not have counsel 
this morning. I was advised just a few minutes ago that you expressed 
yourself to a member of this staff that you now have counsel and are 
ready to proceed. 

Mrs. Devunicn. Yes. With your permission may I give you a 
report on this, a slight report ¢ 

{r. AreENs. Do you have counsel ? 

Mrs. DevunicH. Yes, we have counsel. 

Mr. Arens. Would counsel for Mrs. Devunich please come forward ? 

So that the record may not be confusing at this time, would it be 
agreeable with you if we start all over again? 

Could you kindly identify yourself now by name, residence, and 
occupation ¢ 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Devunicu. My name is Anna Devunich. 

Mr. Arens. Would it be convenient for you to raise your voice a 
little bit, please? 

Mrs. Devunicn. My name is Anna Devunich. I live at 221 Colum- 
bia Avenue, Pittsburgh 29, Pa. 

Mr. Arens. Your occupation, please? 

Mrs. Devunicu. And my occupation is housewife. 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today, Mrs. Devunich, in response 
to a subpena which has been served upon you? 

Mrs. Devunicu. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. And you are now represented by counsel? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel. ) 

Mrs. Devunicu. I would like to make a statement on that. 

Mr. Arens. Are you represented by counsel ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Devunicu. I am represented by counsel. 

<r, Now, Counsel, will you kindly identify yourself on this 
record ? 

Mrs. Devunicu. I am represented by counsel because I was unable 
to secure another attorney. 

— Wout. All right; now, Counsel, will you identify yourself. 
please ? 

Mrs. Devunicu. I did identify myself. 

Mr. Wuuis. I am talking about your lawyer. 

Mr. Scurestncer. Hymen Schlesinger, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

Mr. 

Mr. AreNns. Where were you born? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Devunicu. I was born in Croatia, at that time known as Aus- 
tria-Hungary. 

Mr. Arens. When did you come to the United States for permanent 
residence ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Devunicn. For identification purposes I came into the United 
States of America in the year 1927. 
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Mr. Arens. Are you a citizen of the United States? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Devunicu. For identification purposes, I am a citizen of this 
great Nation. 

Mr. Arens. Are you a citizen by naturalization ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Devunicu. For purposes of identification, yes. 

Mr. Arens. Where and when were you naturalized ¢ 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Devunicn. I will answer this question if this line of ques- 
tioning will not be pursued. 

Mr. Arens. This committee will not make any deals. We will 
ask all questions that are germane to the subject under inquiry pur- 
suant to the duty that is imposed on this committee. 

Mrs. Devunicu. Because according to the Walter-MeCarran Act, 
my answer may be detrimental although the charges for denaturali- 
zation have been dropped, they may oe renewed. Therefore, I am 


not in a position to answer these questions any further. 
Mr. Arens. Have you in the course of the last 10 years—— 
Mr. Wits. Now, she didn’t specifically 
Mr. Arens. She did not invoke the constitutional privileges. 


Mr. Wituts. Right. 

Mr. Arens. I therefore, Mr. Chairman, respectfully suggest you 
order the witness to answer the last outstanding principal question. 

Mr. Wuuts. Yes. I direct you to answer the question. 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Devunicn. Since the Bill of Rights gives me protection, I 
now invoke the first and the fifth amendments to the Constitution 
of the United States. 

Mr. Arens. In the course of the last 10 years have you traveled 
abroad ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Devunicn. I wish to invoke the first and the fifth amendment 
to the Constitution. 

Mr. Arens. Do you honestly apprehend if you told this commit- 
‘ee whether or not, in the course of the last several years, you have 
traveled abroad, you would be supplying information that might 
be used against you in a criminal proceeding? 

Would you tan answer the question ? 

Mrs. Devunicu. I am sorry. I have forgotten what the question 
was. 

Mr. Arens. Do you honestly feel that if you told this committee 
whether or not you have traveled abroad in the course of the last 
several years, you would be supplying information which might be 
used against you in a criminal proceeding? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Devunicn. I am very sorry. Anything I would say might 
be used. Therefore, I invoke the first and the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. I lay before you now, if you please, a photostatic repro- 
duction of a passport application, bearing the signature of Anna 
Devunich, applying for a passport to go to Yugoslavia, according to 
this form, to visit relatives in Yugoslavia. The date of this passport 
application is February 27, 1946. Kindly look at that document 
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which I now display to you and tell this committee, while you are 
under oath, whether or not that is a true and correct reproduction of 
the passport application filed by you with the Department of State, 
in which you allege that you wish a United States passport at that 
time for the purpose of going to Yugoslavia to visit relatives. 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mr. Wiis. What is the date of that? 

Mr. Arens. 1946. 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Devunicn. Without recognizing or denying, the Supreme 
Court of the United States said that everybody has a right to travel; 
and, as I see by the papers that Americans are going all over the world 
everywhere, therefore I claim the first and the fifth amendment to 
the Constitution. 

(Document marked “Anna Devunich Exhibit No. 1” and retained 
in committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Do you honestly apprehend that if you told this com- 
mittee truthfully, while you are under oath, whether or not the docu- 
ment which is now before you is a true and correct reproduction of a 
passport application filed by yourself with the Department of State 
in which you solicited a passport on the pretense that you were to go 
to Yugoslavia to visit relatives, you would be supplying information 
which might be used against you in a criminal proceeding / 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Devenicu. I am sorry, but any statement I would make may 
be misused. Therefore, I claim the first and the fifth amendment to 
the Constitution. 

Mr. Arens. Did you, pursuant to a passport application, receive a 
United States passport which would have permitted you to go on a 
trip to Yugoslavia ¢ 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Devunicn. Sir, the Supreme Court has said everyone has a 
right to a passport. Therefore, I claim the protection of the first 
and fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. Arens. Did you go to Yugoslavia to visit relatives ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Devunicu. Same answer. 

Mr. Arens. Did you receive a passport ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. DevunicH. Same answer. 

Mr. Arens. Now I lay before you a thermofax reproduction of an 
article appearing in the Communist Daily Worker in 1948, “Delegates 
Back From World’s Women’s Congress,” in which it tells of a world 
women’s congress held at Budapest, Hungary, and lists a number of 
‘antag who participated in that, including one “Ann Devunic,” Pitts- 

urgh, Pa. 

Kindly look at this article which I shall now display to you, and 
tell this committee, while you are under oath, whether or not the 
facts recited in that article are substantially true and correct respect- 
ing your participation in a women’s congress in Budapest, Hungary. 

(The witness conferred with her counsel. ) 

Mr. Arens. According to the article, too, may I add for the record, 
it was under the auspices of a group known as the Congress of Ameri- 
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can Women, which has been found by the agencies of this Govern- 
ment to be controlled by the Communist conspiracy. And, if the 
chairman please, may the article be made a part of the record. 

Would you now kindly answer the question. 

Mrs, Devunicn. Sir, this is so hard to read. 

Mr. Scuiesincer. Mr. Counsel and Mr. Chairman, it is impossible 
to read this, and I will ask the counsel to read it to us. 

Mr. Arens. I will read that which I can perceive here under the 
light. 

DeLeGATes FromM Worwp’s WoMEN’s CONGRESS 

Women delegates from the American Slav Congress who went to the Second 
Congress of the Women’s International Democratic Federation in Budapest, 
Hungary, have just returned to the United States on the Queen Elizabeth. 

The American delegate—I am a little reluctant in this particular 
proceeding to mention names other than the name of the witness who is 
now being interrogated, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Wituis. Do not name them. 

Mr. Arens. Mentioned here are a number of women, including “Ann 
Devunic of Pittsburgh,” who according to this document— 
gave reports of their journey through Europe, the deliberations of the Congress, 
and the work for peace which was accomplished on their mission. 

In an interview at the ASC National Office yesterday Ann Devunic expressed 
great hope that the resolutions passed by this women’s convention of over 400 
delegates from every part of the world would be carried through in the respective 
countries. 

That is what I have just now read from the article. 

(Document handed to witness. ) 

Mr. Arens. And the outstanding principal question is, Are the 
facts recited in that article substantially correct to the best of your 
knowledge and belief ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Devunicu. Sir, I would not know because I did not write this 
article myself. 

(Document marked “Anna Devunich Exhibit No. 2” and retained 
in committee files. ) 

Mr. Arens. Then kindly tell us whether or not you went to Buda- 
pest, Hungary, to participate and did participate in this women’s 
congress ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Devunicu. Sir, American citizens under the first amendment 
have a right to free association and so forth, and therefore I claim 
the first and the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Did you misrepresent to the State Department when 
you told them that you anticipated going to Yugoslavia to visit some 
relatives when you fled your passport application ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel. ) 

Mrs. Devunicu. Sir, were they giving out passports to Yugoslavia 
at that time? 

Mr. Arens. Just please answer the question. 

Did you at the time you filed your application for a United States 
passport—in which application you, as the reproduction evidences, 
indicated that you wanted to go to Yugoslavia—did you at that time 
intend, instead of going to Yugoslavia, to go to Hungary to partici- 
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pate in this international conference under the auspices of the Com- 
munist conspiracy 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) wrtig. 

ioe Mr. Arens, could we see the passport application 
again ? 

Document handed to counsel.) 

Mr. Scutestncer. Thank you. 

(The witness conferred with her counsel. ) ; 

Mrs. Devunicu. Sir, doesn’t the passport say that it is not valid 
for Yugoslavia? Do you have a copy so that I could see it? 

Mr. Den Let us just make the record clear. Which passport are 
you talking about ? 

Mrs. Devunicn. The one that you are talking about. 

Mr. Arens. Is that the one that was issued to you as a then United 
States citizen for the purpose of travel? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Devunicu. Well, what was the question now? 

Mr. Arens. You were asking a question, and I just gave a response 
to you. The thing I want to know, so we are not quibbling, is this: 

At the time you signed this passport oe oe to the 
document itself, the following appears: “I intend to visit the follow- 
ing countries for the purposes indicated.” Answer, “Yugoslavia, 
Visit relatives.” 

Did you sign that passport application and did you make those 
sepennentations in that passport application which I have displayed 
to you? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Devunicn. Sir, I have answered your question, your original 
question, and I will answer it again. 

The Supreme Court of the United States has said that everyone is 
entitled to a passport and, therefore, I cannot answer your question 
about the passport on the claim of the first and the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. The Supreme Court has never said that a person is en- 
titled to procure a passport by fraud. Did you, at the time you filed 
this application for a passport and told the State Department with 
an affidavit over your signature under oath that you intended to go to 
Yugoslavia to visit relatives, did you at that time intend to use this 
passport for the pempere of gaining admission into Hungary to attend 
a conference under the auspices of the Communist conspiracy ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mr. Scuiestncer. May we see that application again? 

(Document handed.) 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs, Devunicu. Sir, I think in view of, because some of these things 
are not clear to me, the best thing for me to do is to claim the first and 
fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. Arens. Have you been the executive secretary of the National 
Council of Croatian Women ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs, Devunicn. Sir, under the Constitution we have the freedom of 
assembly. So I claim the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. We display to you now, if you please, a thermofax copy 
of an article appearing in the Pittsburgh Press with respect to a 
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gathering of a Slav Congress in which the following appears: “Mrs, 
Anna Devunich of 221 Columbia Avenue, West View, executive sec- 
retary of the National Council of Croatian Women” and so forth. 
This will now be displayed to you by Mr. Williams. 

Kindly look at that article and tell this committee, while you are 
under oath, whether or not the characterization of yourself in that 
status with that organization is true and correct. 

(Document handed to witness.) 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Devunicn. I claim the first and fifth amendments. 

(Document marked “Anna Devunich Exhibit No. 8” and retained 
in committee files. ) 

Mr. Arens. I should like to explain to you the background perti- 
nency and relevancy of certain questions which I intend to pro- 
pound to you. 

It is the information of this committee, taken from the records of 
the Immigration and Naturalization Service, that on September 20, 
1943, you filed a petition to become a citizen of the United States; 
that on February 4, 1944, you took an oath and were admitted to citi- 
zenship. In that oath you swore to defend and protect the Consti- 
tution and you swore that you were not a member of an organization 
dedicated to the overthrow of this Government by force and violence. 

It is further the information of this committee that on May 5, 
1954, a complaint was filed in the United States District Court here in 
Pittsburgh to revoke your citizenship on the ground that, in truth and 
in fact, notwithstanding your oath, you were at the time of the filing 
of your petition, and have been since approximately 1930, a member 
of the Communist Party. 

That thereafter your case was dismissed, and because of certain 
judicial opinions in other cases respecting the type and nature of 
proof which is required in a denaturalization case, it was not rein- 
stituted. 

I should like now—and I would like to invite your attention specific- 
ally to the language which I am going to use to ask you this question. 
I have two questions. 

At the time you filed your petition to become a citizen of the United 
States were you a member of the Communist Party ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel. ) 

Mrs. Devunicn. I am sorry. I must claim the first and the fifth 
amendments to the Constitution. 

Mr. Arens. This is the second question: At the time that you filed 
your petition to become a citizen of the United States as well as at 
the time you took your oath when you did become a citizen of the 
United States, did you know that the Communist Party advocated the 
=" of the Government of the United States by force and vio- 
ence 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Devunicn. Upon the advice of counsel, I now invoke the first 
and the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. Arens. Since the dismissal of the denaturalization petition 
against you on April 15, 1958, have you been engaged in Communist 
Party activities? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 
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Mr. Arens. Asa member of the Communist Party ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Devunicu. Same answer. 

Mr. Arens. Mary Golden took an oath before this committee 2 days 
ago and stated that while she was an undercover agent in the Com- 
munist Party for the Federal Bureau of Investigation, she knew you 
as a Communist and that you recruited her into the Communist Party. 
Was her testimony on that score true or was it in error? 

' (The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Devunicn. Sir, in reference to the question I wish to say let 
her conscience be her pride, and upon the advice of counsel I do here 
now invoke the first and the fifth amendments to the Constitution. 

Mr. Arens. She stated further under oath that as recently as some 
10 days ago—a week or 10 days ago—you and a number of other 
Communists met in an office here in Washington for the purpose of 
planning strategy and tactics against this committee and for the 
purpose of soliciting funds, advertisements, and organizations to 
create a hostile sentiment to the work of this committee, and she enu- 
merated some of the activities of yourself in that regard as recently 
as 10 days ago. Was she in error on that or was she accurate in her 
testimony 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Devuntcn. Sir, I listened very carefully to your question and 
I think you said here in Washington, is that so? 

Mr. Arens. Here in Pittsburgh. 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Devunicu. Sir, I say again let her conscience be her pride. 
I invoke the first and the fifth amendments to the Constitution. 

Mr. Arens. Was this meeting which Mrs. Golden was describing a 
Communist Party functional activity meeting or was it a meeting 
for some other purpose ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Devunicn. Same answer, 

e Mr. Azens. Are you now, this moment, a member of the Communist 
arty! 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Devunicu. Sir, I wish to use the first, the protection of the 
first and fifth amendments to the Constitution. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will conclude 
the staff interrogation of this witness. 

Mr. Wixuts. The witness is excused. 

Mr. Arens. The next witness, if you please, sir, will be Mr. 
Devunich. 

Would you kindly come forward and remain standing while the 
chairman administers an oath? 

Mr. Wiis. Please raise your right hand. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give will 
- ry truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 

od ? 

Mr. Devunicn. I do. 
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TESTIMONY OF STEPHEN DEVUNICH, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
HYMEN SCHLESINGER—Resumed 


Mr. Arens. Please identify yourself by name, residence, and occu- 
vation. 
' Mr. Drevunicu. My name is Stephen Devunich. My occupation is 
machinist and the address 221 Columbia Avenue, Pittsburgh 29. 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today in response to the subpena 
which was served upon you by the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities ? 

Mr. Devunicn. I beg your pardon ? 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today in response to a subpena of 
this committee? 

Mr. Devunicu. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. And you are represented by counsel ? 

Mr. Devunicu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, would you kindly identify yourself on this 
record ? 

Mr. Scutestncer. Hymen Schlesinger, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

Mr. Arens. What other name or names have you been known by 
other than the name pursuant to which you appear here today, 
Devunich ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Devonicu. I claim the first and fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Do you honestly apprehend, sir, that if you told this 
committee truthfully, while you are under oath, any other names under 
which you have been known, you would be supplying information 
that might be used against you in a criminal proceeding ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Devunicu. It might be used as a link in a chain by this com- 
mittee, 

Mr. Arens. Where and when were you born? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Devunicnu. For the purpose of identification, I was born in 
Croatia, town capital of Croatia, presently Yugoslavia. 

Mr. Arens. When, please, sir? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Devunicu. I was born—for identification, I was born Decem- 
ber 13, 1899. 


Mr. Arens. When did you come to the United States for perma- 
nent. residence ? 

Mr. Devuntcn. For identification, I came to this country, I believe 
it was May, 27, from Canada. 

Mr. Arens. In what year? 

Mr. Devuntcu. In ’27, I believe. 

Mr. Arens. 1927? 

Mr. Devunicn. 1927. 

Mr. Arens. Are you a citizen of the United States? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Devunicu. For identification of this committee, I am proud to 
be a citizen of this great Nation. 
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Mr. Arens. When did you become a citizen of the United States? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Devunicn. Iam sorry. I think I cannot answer this question. 
it might injure me. 

Mr. Arens. Are you a citizen by naturalization ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Devunicu. For identification, yes. 

Mr. Arens. Have you traveled abroad in the course of the last 
several years—last 15 years, we will say ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Devunicu. Sorry. I will plead the first and fifth amendment 
to that question. 

Mr. Anens. We will display to you now, if you please, sir, a passport 
application filed with the Department of State subscribed and sworn 
to under date of February 27, 1946, in which the applicant, Stephen 
Devunich, asserts under oath to the Department of State in his ap- 
plication for a passport, “I intend to visit the following countries for 
the purposes indicated: Yugoslavia, To visit relatives.” 

Kindly look at this document which 1 shall now display to you and 
tell this committee, while you are under oath, whether or not that is a 
true and correct reproduction of the application you filed with the De- 
partment of State for a United States passport. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Devunicu. I must claim the first and fifth amendment on ad- 
vice of counsel. 

(Document marked “Stephen Devunich Exhibit No. 1” and retained 
in committee files. ) 

Mr. Arens. Do you honestly apprehend, sir, if you told this com- 
mittee truthfully, while you are under oath, whether or not that is a 
true and correct reproduction of an application filed by you with the 
Department of State for a passport, you would be supplying informa- 
tion that might be used against you in a criminal proceeding ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Devenicnu. It could be misused. 

Mr. Arens. Would it be a misuse? 

Mr. Devenicu. And that is why I use the first and fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. You said it would be a misuse. Did you make a mis- 
representation in your passport application to the Department of 
State? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Devunicu. On advice of counsel I plead the first and fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Did you receive a United States passport pursuant to 
this application which you filed ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Devunicnu. Same answer. 

Mr. Arens. Did you travel abroad on the United States passport ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Devunicn. Same answer. 

Mr. Arens. Did you goto Yugoslavia? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Devenicu. Same answer. 
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Mr. Arens. Was your mission abroad pursuant to an objective pro- 
gram and plan of the international Communist conspiracy ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Devunicn. Every citizen has his right to travel. And I plead 
the first and fifth amendment. ? > 

Mr. Arens. Do you honestly apprehend, sir, that if you told this 
committee truthfully, while you are under oath, whether or not you 
traveled abroad on a plan and purpose of international Communist 
conspiracy, you would be supplying information which could be used 
against you Ina criminal proceeding ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Devunicn. I will say it would be misuse by this cominittee. 
That is why I plead first and fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest then the witness 
be ordered to answer that question. 

Mr. Wituts. I direct you to answer the question. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Devenicu. It could be a link in the chain. That is why I 
plead the first and fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Now, sir, at the time you took your oath as a citizen of 
the United States, when you were naturalized, were you a member 
of the Communist Party ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Devunicn. I claim the first and fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Now, I should like to recite to you background explana- 
tion of the pertinency and relevancy of certain questions which I pro- 
pose to propound to you. 

It is the information of this committee that under date of March 25, 
1940, you filed a petition for naturalization in the United States 
District Court at Pittsburgh, Pa. That on March 23, 1942, you were 
admitted to citizenship and took an oath to defend the Constitution 
of the United States against all enemies foreign and domestic and that 
you were not then, or never had been, a member of an organization 
dedicated to the overthrow of the Government of the United States 
by force and violence. 

It is further the information of this committee that on May 5, 
1954, a complaint was filed in the United States District Court in 
Pittsburgh, Pa., to revoke your citizenship on the grounds that, in 
truth and in fact, at the time of filing of the petition and since 
approximately 1930, you had been a member of the Communist Party. 

Thereafter on April 15, 1958, this complaint was dismissed, and in 
light of certain decisions which had been announced in other cases by 
the Supreme Court of the United States respecting the nature and 
burden of proof required in the presentation of denaturalization 
cases, it was not reinstituted. 

It is the information of this committee that your case is typical of 
numerous cases wherein persons have been identified by live, com- 
petent, credible witnesses under oath as Communists at the time of 
their naturalization, as well as Communists since their naturalization 
and before their naturalization, but the cases have been dismissed 
because of the legal difficulties stemming from certain judicial 
opinions. 
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It is the intention of this committee to undertake to solicit from 
you by certain questions, perhaps to gain information by indirection, 
which will assist this committee in its legislative endeavors, if it is 
possible to do so, to devise legislation which can tighten up and meet 
the problem of Communists who have penetrated the defenses of this 
Nation and who have masqueraded behind the facade of their citizen- 
ship to perpetrate Communist objectives and Communist designs. 

Now, sir, with that explanation in mind, I ask you, at the time you 
filed your petition to become a citizen of the United States and at 
the time you took your oath asa citizen of the United States, did you 
know that the Communist Party advocated the overthrow of the 
Government of the United States by force and violence ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Devunicu. Believing that anything I will say before this com- 
mittee will be used against me, I plead the first and fifth amend- 
ments. 

Mr. Arens. Do you honestly apprehend, sir, if you told this com- 
mittee truthfully, while you are under oath, whether or not you knew 
at the time you filed your petition for naturalization and at the 
time you took your oath as a citizen, that the Communist Party advo- 
cated the overthrow of the United States by force and violence, 
you would be supplying information which might be used against 
you in a criminal proceeding ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Devunicu. On advice of counsel I plead the first and the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Since the dismissal of the complaint against. you, the 
denaturalization proceedings, on April 15, 1958, have you engaged as 
a member of the Communist Party in Communist Party activities / 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Devenicn. Without admitting or denying, I believe everybody 
and anyone has the right to associate and that is why I plead the first 
and fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Just 2 days ago a lady who had served for 12 years in 
the Communist apparatus as a member of the Communist Party at 
the behest of the Federal Bureau of Investigation testified respecting 
a meeting held in a certain office last Saturday which has been mis- 
construed in certain quarters, a meeting in which she said you were a 
participant, a meeting in which Communists assembled to work out 
strategy and tactics in dealing with this particular committee before 
which you appear now; and she told in her testimony about contri- 
butions which were made to buy advertisements for the Emergency 
Civil Liberties Committee, advertisements for an Independent Voters 
League, and the like, and other strategy and tactics and orders and 
directives that were issued to the comrades in furtherance of the pro- 
gram of the Communist conspiracy in this community. In each and 
every instance in the meeting, she told the names of persons known 
by her to be comrades, including your own. That lady’s name was 
Mary Golden. Was she in error in her statements respecting you or 
was she accurate ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
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Mr. Devunicu. On advice of my counsel I plead the first, fifth, and 
sixth amendments. 

Mr. Arens. This Committee on Un-American Activities is pres- 
ently engaged, as it has been through the years, in developing factual 
information which can be used in creating legislative devices to cope 
with this Communist conspiracy which is threatening freedom every- 
where and which is threatening freedom in the United States, a con- 
spiracy designed to overthrow the Government of the United States 
by force and violence. 

Do you, sir, as a citizen of the United States, bearing the protection 
of the flag of this country, presently have information respecting the 
current operations of the Communist Party in the Pittsburgh area? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Devunicu. My devotion to the country and the flag is higher 
than anybody and that is why I plead the first and fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Do you honestly apprehend that if you told this com- 
mittee truthfully right now, while you are under oath, whether or 
not you have current information respecting the operation of the 
Communist Party in the Pittsburgh area, you would be supplying 
information that could be used against you in a criminal proceeding? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Devunicu. It could be misused in a link of chain. 

Mr. Arens. Would it be a misuse, sir? 

Mr. Devuntcn. And I am not finish yet, and that is why I plead the 
first and fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Wiuuts. I direct you to answer it. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Devunicu. I didn’t understand the question. 

Mr. Wiiuis. You conclude that would be a misuse. I will reject 
that. You can’t pussyfoot on that important question. I direct you to 
answer it or invoke proper constitutional grounds. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Devunicu. I claim first and fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will conclude 
the staff interrogation of this witness and if it meets with the pleasure 
of the chairman, I would like to request a 5-minute recess. 

Mr. Wituis. The committee will take an informal recess of a few 
minutes. 

(Subcommittee members present : Representatives Willis and Tuck.) 

( Brief recess. ) 

(Subcommittee members present at the time of the reconvening of 
the subcommittee: Representatives Willis and Tuck.) 

Mr. Wiiu1s. The subcommittee will please come to order. Call your 
next witness. 

Mr. Arens. Steve Nelson, please come forward. 

Mr. Wuuis. Please raise your right hand. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give 
will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God? 

Mr. Netson. I do. 
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TESTIMONY OF STEVE NELSON, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
HYMEN SCHLESINGER 


Mr. Arens. Please identify yourself by name, residence, and oc- 
cupation. 

Mr. Nerson. I notice that Mr. Schlesinger is not in the room. I 
would appreciate if you wait long enough until he is in. He is my 
counsel. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Marshal, would you kindly 

The Marsitan. Yes, sir: he is looking for him out in the hall now. 

Mr. Arrns. Now, would you please identify yourself by name, resi- 
dence, and occupation ? 

Mr. Nerson. My name is Steve Nelson. I live at 3120 Iowa Street, 
Pittsburgh, Pa. 

Mr. Arens. Your occupation, please ? 

Mr. Netson. My occupation is salesman. 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today in response toa subpena which 
was served upon you by the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities? 

Mr. Nerson. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. And you are represented by counsel ? 

Mr. Netson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, kindly identify yourself on this record. 

Mr. Scuiestncer. Hymen Schlesinger, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been known by any name other than the 
name pursuant to which you appear here today ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Nezson. Because this matter that is here before the committee 
today may become a problem in possible future litigation, where this 
matter, my name, may become a subject of discussion or a problem, 
f cannot answer the question other than to plead the fifth amendment 
and the first amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Where and when were you born ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Nerson. [ think because I am not unfamiliar with the possible 
results of what can happen before this committee, in view of the fact 
that I have had a number of litigations, trials, and so forth, and in- 
cluding a possible threat again of a denaturalization proceeding, I 
cannot answer that question other than to plead the fifth amendment 
and the first amendment. 

Mr. Arpns. Are you a citizen of the United States? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Newson. For identification purposes, yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. By naturalization ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Netson. For identification purposes, yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. When were your naturalized ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Nerson. Since it appears to me that this matter would be per- 
tinent in whatever—should there be any proceedings against me, I 
must plead the fifth amendment again and the first amendment and 
not answer it any other way. 

Mr. Arens. At the time you filed your petition for naturalization 
and at the time you took your oath as a citizen of the United States, 
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did you know that the Communist Party advocated the overthrow of 
the Government of the United States by force and violence / 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Netson. On advice of counsel I claim the first and fifth amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Arens. Were you at the time you filed your petition to become 
a citizen of the United States, as well as at the time vou took your oath 
as a citizen of the United States, a member of the Communist Party / 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Netson. On the advice of counsel I plead the first and fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Now, as a basis upon which I expect to ask just a few 
more questions, I should like to recite, so the record may be clear as 
to the pertinency and relevancy of those questions, the record taken 
from the files of the Immigration and Naturalization Service pertain- 
ing to yourself; namely, that you were born in Chaglich, Croatia, 
now part of Yugoslavia in 1903; that you entered the United States 
of America on June 14, 1920; that thereafter you filed a declara- 
tion of intention on January 15, 1924, to become a citizen; that your 
petition was filed May 17, 1928; that thereafter your certificate of 
naturalization was issued on November 26, 1928. Thereafter on April 
28, 1954, a complaint was filed for revocation of your citizenship in 
the United States District Court at Pittsburgh, Pa., based upon illegal 
procurement of naturalization by willful misrepresentation and con- 
cealment of material facts. Thereafter on April 15, 1958, the case 
was dismissed, and because of certain decisions which had been an- 
nounced in other cases by the Supreme Court of the United States, the 
complaint against yourself was not reinstituted. 

’ Since the dismissal of the complaint against yourself in the de- 
naturalization proceedings by the Immigration and Naturalization 
Service, have you engaged in Communist Party activities? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Netson. Gentlemen, I think you know, members of this com- 
mittee—I know that I have been tried under the Smith Act and the 
Sedition Act; and having had a sentence of 25 years imposed on me 
on the basis of questions, the type of questions you are quoting here 
to me, and in view of the fact that the Supreme Court threw out that 
case, it seems to me that the reason for the inquiry here into my per- 
sonal status and other people here is to hit back at the Supreme Court. 
It is clearly evident from the chairman’s statement this morning, it 
seems to me, that that is the pertinency of your presence here and 
none other than that. It is a matter of attempting to persecute peo- 
dle who are likely to be framed, as I have been; and people who testi- 
fied against me, scores of them, have been exposed as liars and stool 

igeons who wouldn’t dare to bring themselves into this court today. 

can name nine of them here for you, who testified against me and 
other people, and now you expect me to testify against myself. I 
cannot do it and honor your answer, Mr. Arens, other than to say 
that I claim the fifth and first amendment which gives me protection 
under these circumstances, not because I have done anything wrong in 
my life. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. and Mrs. Hamp Golden testified just 2 days ago 
they were serving as undercover agents in the conspiratorial apparatus 
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known as the Communist Party and that they knew you as a Com- 
munist in the course of the last year or so. Were they in error on that 
testimony or was that accurate ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Netson. I have, Your Honor, gentlemen here, faced, I don’t 
know whether I should say bigger or smaller stool pigeons in my time, 
and I have never dignified her answer because they testified the way the 
boss pays them. Whoever pays them last, that is the way they are 
going to testify. And they intend to do the same thing here. If you 
want me to, I will cite these names to you. Who this committee had 
before. 

Mr. Arens. Kindly answer the question. Were they in error or tell- 
ing the truth when they identified you as a person known by them to be 
a Communist ¢ 

Mr. Netson. You know, Mr. Arens, I would be a big fool if I an- 
swered that question to walk into a trap set here by you. Therefore, I 
claim the fifth and first amendment, and that is as far as I go dignify- 
ing any stool pigeon testimony. 

Mr. Arens. Just one final observation and question. 

It is the objective, and has been the objective, of the committee in 
the proceedings here in Pittsburgh, as well as elsewhere, to explore 
factual situations to reveal whether or not there are weaknesses or 
loopholes in existing laws of this Nation to protect the internal security 
of this country. This committee has received testimony in the course 
of this last 2 or 3 days respecting what appear to be loopholes in our 
security in industrial matters, what appear to be new techniques of the 
Communist apparatus. It has received testimony here today with re- 
spect to a hs of cases which are typical of individuals who have 
been repeatedly found to be members of the Communist. Party but 
against whom this Government appears to be powerless, at the present 
time under the present law, to proceed in causing their removal from 
these shores or causing them to be deprived of the mask of citizenship. 

Do you, sir, now, at this moment, have information respecting cur- 
rent activities, strategies, and tactics of the Communist Party in the 
Pittsburgh area ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Netson. Gentlemen, I think I appeared before this committee 
before any of you were members of it. I appeared before this com- 
mittee in 1948 when Nixon was chairman of the committee and Par- 
nell Thomas was chairman of the committee. 

Mr. Arens. Kindly answer the question. 

Mr. Netson. I will, Mr. Arens. I will. 

Mr. Arens. Please answer it directly. Do you have such informa- 
tion or do you not have such information ? 

Mr. Netson. The point I want to make, Mr. Arens, is that as a re- 
sult of that testimony, people like you cited me for contempt of Con- 
gress and I had to go through an expensive litigation which was finally 
thrown out by a court of law, and I suspect the motives of your pres- 
ence here today again that are similar as the committee under Parnell 
Thomas and Dies and Nixon, and I will not furnish any information 
to you to persecute other people who are disagreeing with you. For 
example, Mr. Willis will say anybody that advocates equality in schools 
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in the South is a Communist, perhaps. Or he will say that anybody 
advocating labor rights, and so forth. 

Mr. Wituts. You are going entirely too far. Don’t be impertinent. 

Mr. Netson. I don’t want to be personal, Mr. Willis. 

Mr. Wits. But you are indulging in something obviously not 
truenow. Please—— 

Mr. Netson. Mr. Willis 

Mr. Wiuis. Will you please answer the question ? 

Mr. Netson. I was going to illustrate as a point that is very fa- 
miliar in our country. 

Mr. Wixuts. If that last illustration is as true as all the tirades and 
all the other illustrations you have given, you, I am sure, are per- 
fectly unimpressive. So will you answer the question? There is one 
outstanding question and I think you have answered it, that you do 
not care to supply information ; is that it 

Mr. Netson. Well, I do not feel that the committee is going after 
pertinent information. They are going out to persecute people. 

Mr. Wituis. Your answer is that you do not care to give any infor- 
mation ¢ 

Mr. Nerson. I will give you the answer. 

Mr. Wirutis. I think you have given an answer. 

Mr. Netson. Mr. Chairman, then I will conclude by using the first 
and fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will conclude 
the staff interrogation of this witness. 

( Witness excused. ) 

Mr. Wiis. The Chair would like to make a closing statement. 

In concluding the hearings in Pittsburgh, I should like to sum- 
marize some of the highlights of this particular investigation. 

As I announced at the opening of these proceedings, the hearings 
were of three phases. On the first phase, namely, current strategy 
and tactics of Communists in activities other than in vital industry, 
we have heard from the lips of Mr. and Mrs. Golden an account of 
current Communist activity and techniques. Their statements con- 
firm similar patterns which we have been observing elsewhere in the 
Nation. We have also received valuable testimony from Mr. Hardin. 
By indirection from the lips of uncooperative witnesses, we have also 
elicited substantial corroboration of information already in the record. 

On the second phase of the hearings, namely, problems of security 
in industrial establishments holding defense contracts, we have not 
only been able to clarify our record on a number of problems in this 
connection from the testimony of the gentlemen from the Depart- 
ment of Defense, but have been able to reveal a sampling of activity 
by hard-core Communists who are in a position to exert direct Com- 
munist discipline in this vital industrial area via their positions in 
organizations, and so on. 

Finally, on the third phase of our hearings, we have explored con- 
crete cases of deportation and denaturalization. The information 
which we have been developing here will be taken back by the sub- 
committee to be appraised sae with other factual material available 
to the Committee on Un-American Activities in the discharge of its 
duties under the mandate of the House of Representatives. 
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There is a collateral result, moreover, from hearings such as those 
which we have been conducting which [ believe will have a salutary 
and important effect, namely, to bring home to the American people 
the continuing, menacing threat of communism; that communism is 
not merely a political and philosophical concept, but that it is a 
dynamic force of intrigue and subversion. 

Before concluding I should like to express the thanks of the sub- 
committee to Federal Chief Judge Wallace S$. Gourley and to Judge 
Joseph P. Willson who made the facilities of this courtroom avail- 
able to us. 

I should like also to express appreciation to United States Marshal 
Albert Di Meolo and his deputies for their cooperation. Finally, 1 
should like to express appreciation to the representatives of the press 
and other media of public information for their courtesy. 

This concludes the hearings in the Pittsburgh area at this time. 

Governor Tuck, would you care to make any ; supplemental observa- 
tion ? 

Mr. Tuck. I have nothing further to say, Mr. Chairman, except to 
say Lagree fully with everything that you had to say. 

Mr. Wis. ‘The hearings are concluded. 

(Whereupon, at 3:30 p.m., Thursday, March 12, 1959, the hearings 
were concluded.) 
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Pusuic Law 601, 79TH ConGREss 


The legislation under which the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities operates is Public Law 601, 79th Congress [1946], chapter 
753, 2d session, which provides: 


B® Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, * * * 


PART 2—RULES OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Rute X 


SEC, 121. STANDING COMMITTEES 
* + * * * * * 
18. Committee on Un-American Activities, to consist of nine Members. 


Rute XI 


POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES 
* * * * 


* 
? 1) Committee on Un-American Activities. 
) Un-American activities. 

2) The Committee on Un-American Activities, as a whole or by subcommit- 
tee, is authorized to make from time to time investigations of (i) the extent, 
character, and objects of un-American propaganda activities in the United States, 
(ii) the diffusion within the United States of subversive and un-American propa- 
ganda that is instigated from foreign countries or of a domestic origin and attacks 
the principle of the form of government as guaranteed by our Constitution, and 
(iii) all other questions in relation thereto that would aid Congress in any necessary 
remedial legislation. 

The Committee on Un-American Activities shall report to the House (or to the 
Clerk of the House if the House is not in session) the results of any such investi- 
gation, together with such recommendations as it deems advisable. 

For the purpose of any such investigation, the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit and act at such 
times and places within the United States, whether or not the House is sitting, 
has recessed, or has adjourned, to hold such hearings, to require the attendance 
of such witnesses and the production of such books, papers, and documents, and 
to take such testimony, as it deems necessary. Subpenas may be issued under 
the signature of the chairman of the committee or any subcommittee, or by any 
member designated by any such chairman, and may be served by any person 
designated by any such chairman or member. 


* * * x * * * 
Rute XII 
LEGISLATIVE OVERSIGHT BY STANDING COMMITTEES 


Sec. 136. To assist the Congress in appraising the administration of the laws 
and in developing such amendments or related legislation as it may deem neces- 
sary, each standing committee of the Senate and the House of Representatives 
shall exercise continuous watchfulness of the execution by the administrative 
agencies concerned of any laws, the subject matter of which is within the jurisdic- 
tion of such committee; and, for that purpose, shall study all pertinent reports 
and data submitted to the Congress by the agencies in the executive branch of 
the Government. 
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RULES ADOPTED BY THE 86TH CONGRESS 


House Resolution 7, January 7, 1959 
* * * 


X 
STANDING COMMITTEES 


1. There shall be elected by the House, at the commencement of each Con- 
gress 
* * * * * * * 


(q) Committee on Un-American Activities, to consist of nine Members. 
* * * * * 


Rute XI 


POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES 
* * * * * 


18. Committee on Un-American Activities. 

(a) Un-American activities. 

(b) The Committee on Un-American Activities, as a whole or by subcommittee, 
is authorized to make from time to time investigations of (1) the extent, char- 
acter, and objects of un-American propaganda activities in the United States, 
(2) the diffusion within the United OF of subversive and un-American prop- 


aganda that is instigated from foreign countries or of a domestic origin and 


attacks the principle of the form of government as guaranteed by our Constitu- 
tion, and (3) all other questions in relation thereto that would aid Congress 
in any necessary remedial legislation. 

The Committee on Un-American Activities shall report to the House (or to the 
Clerk of the House if the House is not in session) the results of any such investi- 
gation, together with such recommendations as it deems advisable. 

For the purpose of any such investigation, the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit and act at such times 
and places within the United States, whether or not the House is sitting, has 
recessed, or has adjourned, to hold such hearings, to require the attendance 
of such witnesses and the production of such books, papers, and documents, and 
to take such testimony, as it deems necessary. Subpenas may be issued under 
the signature of the chairman of the committee or any subcommittee, or by any 
member designated by any such chairman, and may be served by any person 
designated by any such chairman or member. 


* * * * * * * 


26. To assist the House in appraising the administration of the laws and in 
developing such amendments or related legislation as it may deem necessary, 
each standing committee of the House shall exercise continuous watchfulness 
of the execution by the administrative agencies concerned of any laws, the subject 
matter of which is within the jurisdiction of such committee; and, for that 
purpose, shall study all pertinent reports and data submitted to the House by 
the agencies in the executive branch of the Government. 
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SYNOPSIS 


Communist penetration of vital industries and current techniques 
of the Communist conspiracy were the subjects of public hearings 
held in Chicago, Ill., on May 5, 6, and 7, 1959. 

Mr. Carl Nelson of Chicago testified that from 1934 through 1949 
he was a member of the Communist Party and was in ideological 
sympathy with it; that after his severance with the formal Commu- 
nist Party he continued in the Communist operation until about 1954 
or 1955 serving principally in front groups. 

Mr. Nelson emphasized that the formal entity known as the Com- 
munist Party is only one segment of the total Communist operation 
in the United States and that in order to avoid the impact of cer- 
tain laws Communists often resign technical membership in the 
formal Communist Party but continue in the Communist operation. 

Based upon his experience in various Communist units in the meat- 
packing industry in the greater Chicago area, Mr. Nelson stated that 
it was “saturated” by the Communist operation. There was exhibited 
to Mr. Nelson a leaflet which was one of several distributed in front 
of the courthouse in which the instant hearings were held. The leaf- 


let bore the title, by pese, Committee To Defend Democratic Rights,” 


and was signed by Leon 
tive secretary. 

Mr. Nelson identified both Leon Katzen and Richard Criley as 
persons who to his certain knowledge were in the Communist Party. 

In the course of his testimony, Mr. Nelson detailed Communist 
strategy and tactics in penetrating the meatpacking industry and 
identified a number of persons in the meatpacking industry who to 
his certain knowledge were members of the Communist Party. 

Leon Katzen of Chicago, who had been identified by Carl Nelson 
as a member of the Communist Party, appeared in response to a sub- 
pena, but refused to answer questions respecting his occupation 
whether or not he was chairman of the Chicago Committee To Defend 

mocratic Rights, whether he had used the name “Mike Samuels,” 
and a number of questions regarding Communist activities. 

Richard Criley of Chicago, who had been identified by Carl Nelson 
as a member of the Communist Party, appeared in response to a sub- 
pena and invoked constitutional privileges when asked the following 

uestion: “Are you the Richard Criley who is listed here in this 
t rrancred | as executive secretary of the Chicago Committee To De- 
fend Democratic Rights?” He, likewise, refused to answer questions 
respecting Communist Party activities and whether he was currently 
a member of the Communist Party. 

Leslie Orear of Chicago, who had been identified by Carl Nelson as 
a member of the Communist Party, appeared in response to a subpena 
and testified that he was the editor of The Packinghouse Worker; 


507 


atzen, chairman, and Richard Criley, execu- 


508 COMMUNIST INFILTRATION OF VITAL INDUSTRIES—CHICAGO 


that he was not currently a member of the Communist Party; and 
that he had not been a member of the Communist Party since 1954. 

Mr. Orear refused to answer whether he resigned technical mem- 
bership in the Communist Party and whether or not he had ever 
broken with the Communist Party. Although he asserted that he 
had at the time of the hearing a strong antipathy to the Communist 
Party, he declined to answer whether he knew the names of persons 
in the Chicago area who were members of the Communist Party in 
1952, basing his declination on the ground that his answer might tend 
to incriminate him. 

Leon Beverly, who had been identified by Carl Nelson as a mem- 
ber of the Communist Party, appeared in response to a subpena and 
testified that he was field representative for the United Packinghouse 
Workers. He denied current membership in the Communist Party 
but declined to answer whether he resigned technical membership 
in the Communist Party so that he could deny membership and yet 
maintain himself in the Ceauiuaied operation. 

Samuel J. Parks, Jr., of Chicago appeared in response to a sub- 
pena and testified that for 3 years prior to April 1957 he was director 
of a department of the United Packinghouse Workers. He denied 
current membership in the Communist Party but refused to answer 
whether he resigned technical membership in the Communist Party 
so that he could deny under oath current membership while remaining 
in the Communist operation, basing his refusal on the ground that 
his answer might tend to incriminate him. 

Jack Souther of Chicago, who had been identified by Carl Nelson 
as a member of the Communist Party, appeared in response to a sub- 

na and testified that he was secretary-treasurer of District 1, United 

ackinghouse Workers of America. Although he denied current 
membership in the Communist Party, he refused to answer whether 
he had ever been a member of the Communist Party and refused 
to answer whether he had resigned technical membership in the Com- 
munist Party but maintained himself in the Communist operation, 
basing his refusal on the ground that his answer might tend to in- 
criminate him. 

Mrs. Gloria Wailes of Chicago, who had been identified by Carl 
Nelson as a member of the Communist Party, appeared in response 
to a subpena and testified that she was employed as a secretary in the 
international office of the United Packinghouse Workers of America. 
She denied current membership in the Communist Party but refused 
to answer whether she had ever been a member of the Communist 
Party and whether she had resigned technical membership in the 
Communist Party but maintained herself in the Communist opera- 
tion, basing her refusal on the ground that her answers might tend 
to incriminate her. : 

Joseph Zabritski of Chicago, who had been identified by Carl Nel- 
son as a member of the Communist Party, appeared in response to 
a subpena and testified that he had been one-time president. of Local 25 
United Packinghouse Workers of America. Mr. Zabritski denied 
current membership in the Communist Party, but refused to answer 
whether he had resigned technical membership in the Communist 
Party but maintained himself in the Communist operation, basing his 
refusal on the ground that his answer might tend to incriminate him. 
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John R. Hackney, an international representative for the Amalga- 
mated Meatcutters and Butcher Workmen, testified that he had been a 
member of the Communist Party from approximately 1942 to 1948; 
that one. a member of the Negro race, he joined the Communist Party 
because he believed that the party was the spearhead of the rights 
of the Negro people. Mr. Hackney broke with the Communist Party, 
however, upon realizing the insincerity of the Communists. 

With reference to Communist penetration of the meat industry, Mr. 
Hackney stated that: “Because the party felt that the meat industry 
was essential to the national economy and it was important that they 
build the party within the meat industry in the event that we had war 
with other nations, that we could control the meat industry and its 
various outlets.” 

He continued : “From my most current information and my experi- 
ence in my activity in the party I would say that sa is stronger 
now in the meat industry than it ever has been.” Mr. Hackney cor- 
roborated the testimony of Carl Nelson to the effect that the current 
technique of Communists is to resign technical membership in the 
formal Communist Party in order to avoid the impact of certain laws 
but to continue in the Communist operation. 

In the course of his testimony Mr. Hackney, who had served as a 
Communist in a number of Communist units within the meatpacking 
industry, detailed Communist strategy and tactics in penetrating the 
meatpacking industry and identified a number of persons in the meat- 

acking industry who to his certain knowledge were members of the 
mmunist Party. 

Charles A. Hayes of Chicago, director of District 1 of the United 
Packinghouse Workers, appeared in response to a subpena. Mr. 
Hayes denied current membership in the Communist Party but de- 
clined to answer whether he had been a member of the Communist 
Party since the passage of the law requiring a non-Communist affi- 
davit of certain labor officials and whether he resigned technical 
membership in the Communist Party so that he could avoid the 
impact of that law, basing his declination on the ground that his 
answer might tend to incriminate him. 

Rachael Carter Ellis of Chicago, secretary to Charles A. Hayes 
director of District 1 of the United Packinghouse Workers, a peared 
in response to a subpena. She had previously been identified in the 
instant hearings by John R. Hackney as a member of the Communist 
Party. She denied current membership in the Communist Party 
but refused to answer whether she had hewn a member of the Com- 
munist Party during the preceding 2 years and whether she resigned 
technical membership in the Communist Party but maintained her- 
self in the Communist operation, basing her refusals on the ground 
that her answers might tend to incriminate her. 

Leo Turner of Chicago, who had been identified by Carl Nelson as 
a member of the Communist Party, appeared in response to a sub- 
we and testified that he was a field representative of the United 

ackinghouse Workers of America. He denied current membershi 
in the Communist Party but refused to answer whether he resi ed 
technical membership in the Communist Party but maintained him- 
self in the Communist operation, basing his refusal on the ground 
that his answer might tend to incriminate him. 
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Albert P. Dency of Chicago appeared in response to a sunpens. 
Although Mr. Dency was confronted with the information of the 
committee that he had been a member of the Communist Party in 
Waukegan, Ill, in 1949, 1950, and 1951, he denied that he had ever 
been a member of the Communist Party or that he had been knowingly 
under the discipline of the Communist Party. 

Francis William McBain of Chicago mepeeeat in response to a 
subpena and testified that he was a modelmaker. Mr. McBain re- 
fused to answer whether he was currently a member of the Commu- 
nist Party, basing his refusal on a number of grounds including the 
ground that his answer might tend to incriminate him. 

Edwin A. Alexander of Chicago appeared in response to a sub- 
pena and testified that he was a member of the professional staff of 
the Jewish Federation, Metropolitan Chicago. Mr. Alexander re- 
counted his education and his employment, including his past employ- 
ment as a full-time official for the district office of the Young Com- 
munist League of California and his past employment as a full-time 
official in the Communist Party. Mr. Alexander detailed his career 
in the Communist Party which, with interruptions, endured over 
a period of a number of years until 1956. Mr. Alexander’s testi- 
mony included a narrative of his activities in various Communist 
enterprises but he refused to disclose the identity of persons who as of 
1956 were known by him to be members of the Communist Party. 

Bernard Angert of Evanston, Ill., appeared in response to a sub- 
pena and testified that he was a mold maker. Mr. Angert refused to 
answer whether he was currently a member of the Communist Party, 
and whether he was currently engaged in Communist Party work in 
the International Association of Machinists as a colonizer, basing his 
refusal on the ground, among others, that his answers might tend to 
incriminate him. 

Joseph A. Poskonka of Chicago testified that he was currently in 
the Communist operation as a Communist functionary; that in 1943 
he joined that part of the Communist operation known as the Com- 
munist Party, but that at no time had he ever been in sympathy with 
the Communist Party or Communist principles; that his service in the 
Communist operation was at the behest and with the cooperation of 
the Federal aca of Investigation for the purpose of supplying 
information to the Government. With respect to the current serious- 
ness of the Communist operation in the United States, Mr. Poskonka 
testified as follows: 


Mr. Arens. I expect to interrogate you on several items in 
the course of your testimony this morning, but I should like 
at the outset to ask you first of all, based upon your back- 
— and experience since 1943 until this instant in the 

ommunist operation and your participation in the Com- 
munist Party as a formal entity, to tell this committee now, 
while you are under oath, how serious is the Communist 
movement, the Communist operation in the United States this 
instant. 

Mr. Posxonka. It is very, very serious. 


1 Under date of June 3, 1959, the Committee on Un-American Activities voted to recom- 
mend to the House of Representatives that Edwin A. Alexander be cited for contempt. 
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Mr. Poskonka, who served for several years in the packinghouse 


segment of the Communist Party, testified respecting Communist 
penetration of the packinghouse industry in the greater Chicago area 
as follows: 


Mr. Arens. Mr. Poskonka, may I inquire on the basis of 
your service in the Communist operation up to and includ- 
ing the present instant, and your particular service in the 
packinghouse segment of the Communist operation, how seri- 
ous is the penetration by Communists of the packinghouse 
industry in the greater Chicago area ? 

Mr. Poskonxa. It is very serious because they are domi- 
nating and any decent person of any kind that might be a 
decent American citizen that would want to represent labor 
as a decent leader or decent citizen, if he is not a member of 
the Communists or in sympathy he could not be elected to 
office because he would be slammed as a union boss or racket- 
eer of some kind. 


In the course of his testimony Mr. Poskonka detailed Communist 
strategy in penetrating the meatpacking industry and identified a 
number of persons in the meatpacking industry who to his certain 
knowledge were members of the Commas Party. 

John Lewis of Chicago, who had been identified by Mr. Poskonka 
in the instant hearings as a person who had been known by him to 
be a member of the Communist Party, appeared in response to a 
subpena and testified that he was em hont in the Swift Packin 


plant in Chicago and that he had held a number of offices in Loca 


28 of the United Packinghouse Workers of America. 

Mr. Lewis denied current membership in the Communist. Party 
but refused to answer if he had ever been a member of the Commu- 
nist Party and if he had resigned technical membership in the Com- 
munist Party so that he could deny current membership in the 
Communist Party if and when interrogated under oath, basing his 
refusal on the ground that his answer might tend to incriminate him. 

Charles Proctor of Covert, Mich., who had been identified as a 
member of the Communist Party in the instant hearings by Joseph 
Poskonka and by John Hackney, appeared in response to a subpena 
and testified that he was manager of the Packinghouse Labor and 
Community Center; that he was one-time chairman of the grievance 
committee for Local 28 of the United Packinghouse Workers in 
Chicago. When a number of documents were exhibited to Mr. Proc- 
tor respecting his participation in certain Communist enterprises 
he refused to comment, basing his refusal on the ground that his 
answer might tend to incriminate him. Mr. Proctor denied that 
he had been a member of the Communist Party any time in the course 
of the preceding 5 years but refused to answer whether he had ever 
been a member of the Communist Party on the ground that his 
answer might tend to incriminate him. 

Donald H. Smith of Chicago, who had been identified in the instant 
hearings by Mr. Carl Nelson and Mr. John Hackney as a person 
who was a member of the Communist Party, appeared in response 
to a subpena and testified that he was employed as international 
representative, United Packinghouse Workers of America. Mr. 
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Smith denied current membership in the Communist Party and de- 
clined to answer if he had been a member of the Communist Party 
in the course of the last 5 years, basing his declination on the ground 
that his answer might tend to incriminate him. 

Jesse E. Prosten, who had been identified as a member of the Com- 
munist Party in the instant hearings by Mr. Carl Nelson and Mr. 
J ver A. Poskonka, appeared in response to a subpena and testified 
that he was an international representative for the United Packing- 


house Workers of America. Mr. Prosten denied current membership 
in the Communist Party but refused to answer whether he had been 
a member of the Communist Party at any time within the course of 
the last 5 years, basing his refusal on the ground that his answer 
might tend to incriminate him. 


COMMUNIST INFILTRATION OF VITAL INDUSTRIES 
AND CURRENT COMMUNIST TECHNIQUES IN THE 
CHICAGO, ILL., AREA 


TUESDAY, MAY 5, 1959 


Srares House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE 
CoMMITTEE ON Un-AmeriIcAN ACTIVITIES, 
Chicago, Til. 
PUBLIC HEARINGS 


A subcommittee of the Committee on Un-American Activities met, 
ursuant to notice, at 10 a.m., in courtroom 209, United States Court- 
ouse, 219 South Clark Street, Chicago, Ill., Hon. Morgan M. Moul- 

der (subcommittee chairman) presiding. 

Subcommittee members present: Representatives Morgan M. Moul- 
der, of Missouri; Edwin E. Willis, of Louisiana; and August E. 
Johansen, of Michigan. 

Staff members present : Richard Arens, staff director, and Raymond 
T. Collins, investigator. 

Mr. Moutper. The subcommittee will be in order. 

The hearings which begin today in Chicago are in furtherance of 
the powers and duties of the Committee on Un-American Activities, 
pursuant to Public Law 601 of the 79th Congress, which not only 
establishes the basic jurisdiction of the committee, but also mandates 
this committee, along with other standing committees of the Congress 
of the United States, to exercise continuous watchfulness of the exe- 
cution of any laws, the subject matter of which is within the juris- 
diction of the committee. 

In response to this power and duty, the Committee on Un-Ameri- 
can Activities is continuously in the process of accumulating factual 
information respecting Communists, the Communist Party, and Com- 
munist activities which will enable the committee and the Congress 
to appraise the administration and operation of the Smith Act, the 
Internal Security Act of 1950, the Communist Control Act of 1954, 
and numerous provisions of the Criminal Code relating to espionage, 
sabotage, and subversion. In addition, the committee has before it 
numerous ay reas to strengthen our legislative weapons designed 
to protect the internal security of this Nation. 

shall now read the resolution of the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, authorizing and directing the holding of the instant hear- 
ings here in Chicago. 

Be it resolved, That hearings by the Committee on Un-American Activities 


or a subcommittee thereof, to be held in Chicago, Ill., and at such other place 
or places as the Chairman may indicate, on such date or dates as the Chairman 


513 


514 COMMUNIST INFILTRATION OF VITAL INDUSTRIES—CHICAGO 


may determine, be authorized and approved, including the conduct of investiga- 
tions deemed reasonably necessary by the staff in preparation therefor, relating 
to the following matters and having the legislative purposes indicated: 

1, The extent, character and objects of Communist infiltration and Commu- 
nist Party propaganda activities in labor unions within the area of Chicago, the 
legislative purposes being : 

(a) To obtain information for use by the Committee in its consideration of a 
proposal to amend Section 4 of the Communist Control Act of 1954, prescrib- 
ing a penalty for knowingly and willfully becoming or remaining a member of 
the Communist Party with knowledge of the purposes or objectives thereof; 
and 

(b) To obtain additional information adding to the Committee's overall knowl- 
edge on the subject so that Congress may be kept informed and thus prepared to 
enact remedial legislation in the national defense and for internal security, 
when and if the exigencies of the situation require it. 

2. Communist techniques and strategy in the raising of funds for the benefit 
of the Communist Party, the legislative purpose being to determine whether a 
recommendation should be made tightening the laws relating to tax exemption 
which labor unions enjoy, and for the additional reasons set forth in items 
1 (a) and (b) of this resolution. 

3. The execution by the administrative agencies concerned of the Internal 
Security Act, the Communist Control Act of 1954, the Foreign Agents Registra- 
tion Act, and all other laws, the subject matter of which is within the jurisdiction 
of the Committee, the legislative purpose being to exercise continuous watchful- 
ness of the execution of these laws to assist the Congress in appraising the 
administration of such laws, and in developing such amendments or related 
legislation as it may deem necessary. 

Be it further resolved, That the hearings may include any other matter within 
the jurisdiction of the Committee which it, or any subcommittee thereof ap- 
pointed to conduct this hearing, may designate. 


I shall now read the order of appointment of the subcommittee to 
conduct these hearings which was made by the chairman of the full 
committee, the Honorable Francis E. Walter, of Pennsylvania: 

APRIL 28, 1959. 
To: Mr. Richard Arens 


Staff Director 
House Committee on Un-American Activities 
Pursuant to the provisions of the law and the rules of this Committee, I hereby 
appoint a subcommittee of the Committee on Un-American Activities, consisting 
of Representatives Edwin E. Willis and August E. Johansen, as associate mem- 
bers, and Representative Morgan M. Moulder, as Chairman, to conduct hearings 
in Chicago, Illinois, Tuesday, May 5, 1959, at 10:00 a.m., on subjects under 
investigation by the Committee and take such testimony on said day or succeeding 
days, as it may deem necessary. 
Please make this action a matter of Committee record. 
If any Member indicates his inability to serve, please notify me. 
Given under my hand this 28th day of April 1959. 


(s) Francis E. Walter 
Chairman 
Committee on Un-American 
Activities 
These hearings in Chicago are in furtherance of a project of this 
committee on current techniques of the Communist conspiracy in this 
Nation. We know that the strategy and tactics of the Communist 
Party are constantly changing for the purpose of avoiding detection 
and in an attempt to beguile the American people and the Government 
—— the true nature of the conspiracy. 
reliminary investigations conducted by the staff indicate that 
a principal concentration point of Communists in the Chicago area 
is the packinghouse industry which is vital not only the economy 
of this area but is essential in the maintenance of a strong national 
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defense. Those of us who through the years have been engaged 
in the work of the Committee on Un-American Activities are obliged, 
from our experience, to conclude that there is no easy answer or 
quick solution to the many problems created by the Communist 
fifth column in our country. We must constantly keep abreast of 
the changing strategy and tactics of the Communist Party so that 
we may have factual information for our legislative purposes. 

In the course of the last few years, as a result of hearings and 
investigations, this committee has made over 80 separate recommenda- 
tions for legislative action. Legislation has been _— by the Con- 
gress embracing 35 of the recommendations, and 26 separate pro- 
posals are currently pending in the Congress on subjects covered by 
other committee recommendations. Moreover, in the course of the 
last few years numerous recommendations made by the committee 
for administrative action have been adopted by the executive agen- 
cies of our Government. 

Today the Communist Party, though reduced in size, continues 
as a serious threat to the security of our Nation. It has long since 
divested itself of unreliable elements. Those who remain are the 
hard-core, disciplined agents of the Kremlin on American soil. 
Most of the Communist Party operation in the United States to- 
day consists of underground, behind-the-scenes manipulations. 

at techniques are the hard-core Communists pursuing here in 
order to avoid detection as they pursue their nefarious work ? 

What loopholes or weaknesses exist in our security laws? 

How can those laws be strengthened ? 

These are some of the questions I hope to have answered. 

The objective of our subcommittee during this brief stay in Chi- 
cago is to sample factual material on types and patterns of activity 
germane to the scope of our inquiry. We have not subpenaed wit- 
nesses here at random nor shall we attempt to exhaust the subject 
matter. To do so would require a disproportionate amount of time, 
both of the staff and of the subcommittee to the detriment of other 
equally important projects which are presently in process elsewhere 
in the United States. 

We seek only the facts. Insofar as it is within the power of 
this committee, as part of the United States Congress, we shall ob- 
tain the facts and we shall do so within the framework of carefully 
prescribed procedures, adopted by this committee, of justice and fair 
play as provided by the law of our land. 

It is a standing rule of this committee that any person identified as 
a member of the Communist Party during the course of the com- 
mittee hearings will be given an early opportunity to appear be- 
fore this committee, if he so desires, for the purpose of denying 
or explaining any testimony adversely affecting that person. It 
is also the policy of the committee to accord any witness the privi- 
lege of being represented by counsel to advise him; but within the 
provisions of the rules of this committee, counsel’s sole and ex- 
clusive prerogative is to advise his client in a legal fashion. 

I would remind those present that a disturbance of any kind or an 
audible comment during the hearings will not be permitted. This 
is a serious proceeding in which we are earnestly trying to discharge 
an important and arduous duty with the general objective of main- 
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anes the security and the American way of life of this great 
ation. 

Do you have comments to add to that, Mr. Willis? 

Mr. Wiu1s. Mr. Chairman, you refer to the rules of the committee. 
It might be interesting to know, I think this is the one committee that 
operates under very enlightened and comprehensive rules. I have a 
copy here and the very last provision of the rules is that all witnesses 
appearing before the committee shall be furnished with a copy of the 
printed rules, and so on. The rules are available to the press, coun- 
sel, and to anybody who wants to see them. 

Mr. Moutper. Mr. Johansen. 

Mr. Jowansen. The only comment I would like to make, Mr. 
Chairman, is that I am very happy to have the chairman and my 
colleague from Louisiana very clearly and emphatically set forth the 
fact that we do operate by prescribed rules, with the full regard for 
the rights of the witnesses. I think it is particularly timely, par- 
ticularly important to have that emphasized because of the evident 
misinformation that seems sometimes to be promulgated from other 
presumably responsible sources. I associate myself completely with 
the statement of the chairman and of Mr. Willis. 

Mr. Moutper. Thank you, gentlemen. 

Now, Congressman Walter the chairman of the full committee of 
the House Committee on Un-American Activities, has requested that 
I read the following letter addressed to him by Ralph Helstein, pres- 
ident of the United Packinghouse Workers of America, an AFL-CIO 
union. The letter is dated May 1, 1959, and he has requested that I 


read this letter before the beginning of the hearing and insert the 
letter into the record. 
The letter is as follows: 


Honorable Francis E. Walter 

Chairman, House Committee on Un-American Activities 
House Office Building 

Washington 25, D.C. 


Dear Sir: 

In view of the fact that the House Committee on Un-American Activities has 
subpoenaed some present or former members of our union to appear at your 
sessions on May 5, 6 and 7, we have felt it appropriate to transmit to you a 
brief statement of the position of our union. 

We represent, as you are perhaps aware, over 100,000 employees in the meat 
packing industry and others in related industries. If you are familiar with 
the history of the meat-packing industry, you know it as one with the history 
of back-breaking labor and oppressive, soul-searing working conditions which 
earned for it the designation “the jungle.” 

In the two decades since we came into existence, we have written a proud 
history of our own. We have built a record of economic improvement for 
packinghouse workers, and we have built a genuinely democratic union, widely 
respected for its honesty and integrity and one which is, we are convinced, free 
of outside influence, Communist or any other. We hold a respected position in 
the ranks of labor and in the communities in which our members reside. 

We are particularly proud of our status in the Negro communities of the 
nation. A relatively substantial proportion of our membership is Negro and our 
union has evidenced its special interest in and concern with the problems of the 
Negro people. Negro leaders have risen, on their merits, to positions of impor- 
tance in our ranks, and we have applied our energies actively to the task of 
eliminating discriminatory practices in American life. 

In this history of achievement, many, many people have played their roles— 
thousands of rank and file members, local, district and national officers and 
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staff employees. Those individuals included among your subpoenaed witnesses 
who presently hold district or local office or who are currently on our field staff 
are among those who are recognized by our membership as having made, over 
many years, unselfish and consistent contributions to the growth and perform- 
ance of our union. So far as their records of performance show, they have 
passed the test of service to the needs of our members—organization of the 
unorganized, negotiation of contract improvements, honest and effective griev- 
ance presentation. 

Our union was born in the midst of the distress and disillusion of the depres- 
sion and post-depression years of the 1930’s and 1940's. In the light of the 
background of the industry, the economic and social tensions of the times and 
the bitter opposition of the packing companies to our efforts at organization and 
improvement of conditions, it would have been strange indeed if among the 
packinghouse workers there were none who turned to one or another of the 
utopian panaceas held out from various sources to the disillusioned: commu- 
nism, socialism, technocracy, single-tax programs, and all the rest. 

Before our union was very old, therefore, it was faced with a fundamental 
choice of procedures. It could have embarked upon a program that might have 
led to bitter internal conflict, diverting energies urgently needed for the task of 
providing economic improvements for the packinghouse workers. Our member- 
ship developed a different program, one which we believe to be in the best tradi- 
tions of our nation. There was never the slightest question or possibility of 
yielding control to a Communist group or any other ideology. But we felt 
that the challenge of Communism could best be met not by a civil war certain 
to blunt the union’s collective bargaining effectiveness, but by demonstrating 
that a positive and democratic brand of unionism would produce results, thereby 
defeating the attractions of Communism by undercutting its ground. 

We believe our program was right for the packinghouse workers. We know 
that it worked. 

Our union has, over the years, established its position on Communism. Our 
union is firmly on record in its opposition to Communism—and all similar forms 
of authoritarian doctrine. Our union has adopted as official policy the AFL-— 
CIO Ethical Practices Codes. No member of the Communist Party is or will 
be permitted to hold elective or appointive position in our union. For the im- 
plementation of this policy, the union has established, from its Executive Board, 
a committee to investigate situations involving possible violation of these Codes 
and a Public Review Commission of disinterested, prominent citizens, to assure 
that our procedures are effective to maintain integrity and democracy in our 
union. 

The path by which we reached our present position may not be the one which 
others have followed or would have prescribed. Perhaps members of your 
Committee would disagree as to our choice of paths—and we respect their right 
to disagree. We ask only the same respect for our right to our opinion as to 
the rightness of our course. We firmly believe that the result in our union 
proves that our forefathers’ faith in the principles of the Bill of Rights was 
well founded. 

In enforcing our policies today, we are, of course, concerned with the present 
and the future. We do not feel that we serve any useful purpose by seeking 
to dredge up the muck of a dead past. If there are in our ranks persons with 
a Communist past, their present adherence to the democratic principles of our 
union represents a symbol of the victory of democratic philosophy over totali- 
tarianism, and we see no purpose in placing them in the public pillory. 

In our enforcement of our policies, we will, of course, give appropriate con- 
sideration to relevant evidence presented to your Committee as we would to 
Similar evidence from any source. It is an unfortunate fact, however, that your 
Committee’s decision to conduct these hearings happens to coincide in time with 
certain other developments. 

A rejected and disgruntled former officeholder has been engaged in an effort 
to revive the long dead Communist issue, as it affects our union, in what appears 
to us to be a frantic effort, unquestionably doomed to failure, to foist himself 
back on to a membership which has rejected him. There is also some evidence 
which suggests that he is acting for another union which is suspected of having 
hopes of gobbling up the membership of our organization. Finally, your hearings 
happen to come at a time when we are about to enter upon negotiations with the 
major packing companies, as the current three year term of contracts through- 
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out the industry approaches expiration. Pressing problems of plant shut-downs, 
mass layoffs, technological unemployment, inadequate pension and severance 
pay clauses, and many others claim the attention of our members and leaders. 
The sudden revival of long dead issues obviously plays into the hands of the 
packing companies. 

Under these circumstances, you will understand, I am sure, the feeling among 
many of our members that your hearings, may, without any such intent on your 
part, serve to aid some few who may wish to create a misleading public impres- 
sion of our union. We are confident, in all frankness, that our record of per- 
formance in the public interest is so clear and so well understood by those most 
directly concerned, that our union’s public stature will readily withstand any 
such attack. 

Very truly yours, 
(s) Ralph Helstein, President. 

Chairman Walter requested that his comments as follows also be 
read and inserted into the record: 

1. There is no intention on the part of the House Un-American Activities Com- 
mittee, to interfere in any way, or on either side, with any negotiations between 
the union and employers. In this connection I wish to point out that these in- 
vestigations are in no way directed at the United Packinghouse Workers of 
America, as a union, or at its officers, as such. 

2. While it is true, as Mr. Helstein pointed out, that this Committee may well 
differ with the methods followed by the union to eliminate Communists, never- 
theless, the Committee welcomes the unequivocal assertion by the President of 
the union that the union is firmly on record in its opposition to Communism 
and ali similar forms of authoritarian doctrine, that “no member of the Com- 
munist Party is, or will be permitted, to hold elective or appointive position” in the 
union and that a procedure involving a review by a public review commission of 
disinterested prominent citizens has been established to assure that this policy is 
being implemented. In these circumstances I am hopeful that any information 
adduced by this Committee concerning Communists holding elective or appointive 
position in the union will receive the full consideration of the union and the 
public board established by it. ; 

That concludes Chairman Walter’s statement. I wish to apologize 
for taking so much time reading all these statements but I was re- 
quested by the chairman to place the letter and his statement in the 
record as well as our opening statement. 

Do you wish to add any other matter before we call the witnesses ? 

Are you ready to proceed ? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moutper. Call your first witness. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Carl Nelson, kindly come forward and remain 
standing while the chairman administers an oath. 

Mr. Movurper. Will you raise your right hand and be sworn, please? 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give 
before the subcommittee of the Committee on Un-American Activi- 
ties will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, 
so help you God ? 

Mr. Netson. I do. 

Mr. Movuwper. Be seated. 


TESTIMONY OF CARL NELSON 


Mr. Arens. Kindly identify yourself by name, residence, and oc- 
cupation. 
r. Netson. Car] Nelson, 3093 West North Avenue. I am in the 
heating business. 
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Mr. Arens. Mr. Nelson, have you ever been a member of the Com- 
munist Party ¢ 

Mr. Netson. I have. 

Mr. Mouwber. May I suggest that the loud speaking apparatus be 
placed closer to him because with the fans going you can’t hear with- 
out using that speaking system. 

Mr. Netson. | have. 

Mr. Arens. Have you, in addition to being a member of the formal 
entity known as the Communist Party, likewise been a participant 
in the Communist operation / 

Mr. Nexson. I have. 

Mr. Arens. Tell us, first of all, the period of your membership in 
the Communist Party. 

Mr. Netson. From 1934 through 1949. 

Mr. Mouvper. Can you bring that closer to him? 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly speak into the microphone here? 
The acoustics are rather poor. 

Mr. Nexson. From 1934 through 1949. 

Mr. Arens. After your severance with that entity known as the 
Communist Party, did you then stay in the Communist operation ? 

Mr. Nexson. I did up until about or 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Nelson, so that the record may be clear at this 
point, were you ideologically in sympathy with the Communist Party, 
were you in truth and fact a Communist / 

Mr. NEtson. I was. 

Mr. Arens. You were not an undercover agent of the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation as were some persons ? 

Mr. Netson. No, I wasn’t. 

Mr. Arens. Now, before we proceed further so that we may keep 
your testimony in perspective, may I inquire what distinction do you 
as a person who has served for many years in the formal entity 
known as the Communist Party and likewise who has served until 
the course of the last few years in the Communist operation, what 
distinction do you make between the Communist Party as a formal 
entity and the Communist operation in the United States? 

Mr. Netson. Well, there is no difference in it. Its different organ- 
izations are under the control of the Communists. They are all 
leading Communists that are heading these organizations. 

Mr. Arens. During the period in 1948 of the passage in the 80th 
Congress of amendments to the National Labor Relations Act, requir- 
ing certain officials to sign non-Communist affidavits, to your certain 
knowledge, did certain people resign from the formal entity known 
as the Communist Party and maintain themselves in the Communist 
operation ¢ 

Mr. Netson. They did. 

Mr. Arens. Did they do that so that they could take a non-Com- 
munist affidavit in order to avoid the impact of the then existing law? 

Mr. Netson. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Nelson, I expect in the course of the testi- 
mony here to probe with you into your own operations, and I expect to 
elicit from you a pattern of Communist activity in which you and 
others have engaged, to your certain knowledge, in this area. But in 
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order to keep your testimony in perspective at the moment I should 
like to ask you, based upon your extensive service in the forma] entit 
known as the Communist Party plus your extensive service until 
recently in the Communist operation, how serious is the Communist 
menace in this area to your certain knowledge as of now? 

Mr. Netson. It is more serious now than it ever was before, because 
at this time although most of the people are not formally in the party 
still they maintain their Marxist-Leninist philosophy and they are in 
the leadership of various unions throughout the State of Illinois. I 
would say it is definitely in a better position today than they ever 
were. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Nelson, has the Communist operation and the Com- 
munist Party, being a part of the operation, to your certain knowl- 
olge penetrated the meatpacking industry in the greater Chicago 
area 

Mr. Netson. Saturated it. 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Nelson, why has the Communist Party empha- 
ne penetration of the meatpacking industry in this greater Chicago 
area 

Mr. Netson. Well, if this country was ever to go to war, an army has 
to travel on its stomach, and they would be in an excellent position to 
cut off food for the Armed Forces. 

Mr. Arens. Is the Communist Party a political party or is it a con- 
spiracy ? 

Mr. Netson. From my experience it is a conspiracy. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Nelson, before we ens with your personal his- 
tory in the Communist Party, I should like to display to you a leaflet, 
which was one of several that was distributed in front of this build- 
ing here this morning by pickets of a Chicago Committee to Defend 
Democratic Rights. As we entered this building this morning stretch- 
ing for at least three-quarters of a block carrying signs was a group 
known as the Chicago Committee to Defend Democratic Rights, and 
it has various bulletins it disseminated on the street corner there. Mr. 
Collins of the committee staff will now display to you a copy of a 
bulletin, and I should like to invite your attention to the names of the 
officers who appear as the leaders of this Chicago Committee to Defend 
Democratic Rights. Would you kindly read those names off ? 

Mr. Netson. Leon Katzen, formerly was the section organizer of the 
Communist Party on the northwest side. Richard Criley was a mem- 
ber of the section committee of the Communist Party of the packing- 
house industry. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Nelson, so there may be no question on this record, 
do you here and now while you are under oath identify Mr. Katzen 
and Mr. Criley as persons who, to your certain knowledge, while you 
— ~ member of the Communist Party, were in the Communist 

art 

Mi. Netson. I do. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman. I respectfully suggest that the docu- 
ment which has now been displayed to the witness be appropriately 
marked and be incorporated in the body of the record. 

Mr. Moutprer. As requested by counsel the document will be appro- 
priately marked and inserted as a part of the record. 
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NELSON EXHIBIT No, 1 
Chicago Committee to Defend Democratic Rights 


189 West Madison St., Suite 811 LEGISLATIVE BULLETIN 
Chicago 2, Ill. (De 2-7142) 


HOUSE UN-AMERICAN ACTIVITIES COMMITTEE CHICAGO HEARING 
SET FOR MAY 5-6 


The Un-Americans are at it again! Two groups of Chicago unionists have 
been subpoened to appear before it on May 5 and 6. They include members and 
former members of the United Packinghouse Workers of America and of Local 
#113 (Tool and Die) of the International Association of Machinists. Additional 
unionists may still be called at a later date. 

It is clear that the House Un-American Activities Committee hearing is a 
direct intervention into the internal affairs of labor. 

The House Committee (whose general mandate to function was questioned by 
the U.S. Supreme Court) has no specific authorization from Congress to con- 
duct such a hearing as that scheduled here. It is evident, also, that there can 
be no legitimate legislative purpose for this hearing. On both counts, the entire 
hearing is patently illegal, on the basis of the Supreme Court decision in the 
Watkins case (which stated that the Committee has no right to expose “for 
sake of exposure”. 

Chairman Walter’s public statement that the hearing is for the purpose of 
“investigating subversive infiltration” into defense industries is camouflage for 
a flagrant attack on unions and the constitutional rights of American workers. 
It will be recalled that the last “labor investigation” of the Committee in this 
area was in 1952 when it was timed to disrupt the strike of International Har- 
perio workers and the negotiations for a new contract in the meat packing 
industry. 

The House Committee has just completed witch-hunt against labor in the 
Pittsburgh area. In February in Los Angeles under guise of investigating “legal 
subversion”, it unfolded an attack on defense attorneys in civil liberties cases, 
and on the constitutional right to be represented by counsel. In Atlanta, Geor- 
gia, last year, the Committee was denounced by over 200 prominent Negro leaders 
in the South for “trying to attach the ‘subversive’ label to any liberal white 
Southerner who dares to raise his voice in support of our democratic ideals.” 

The recent actions of the House Un-American Activities Committee are the 
most potent argument for its abolition, and the cutting off of all further appro- 
priations. (For 1959, it has already been voted $327,000 by the House of Repre- 
sentatives). 

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR ACTION 


1. Write your Congressman to support the bill introduced by Representative 
James Roosevelt to abolish the House Un-American Activities Committee. 

2. See and judge for yourself by attending the hearing on May 5 and 6 at 
the Federal Building (Old Post Office), Clark and Adams Sts. 


Sincerely yours, 

(S) Leon Katzen, 

LEON KATZEN, 
Chairman. 

(S) Richard Criley, 
RIcHARD CRILEY, 
Evecutive Secretary. 

P.S.—We depend on your contributions to continue our activity. 


Mr. Movtper. May I inquire of the witness, when you answer the 
question regarding definite identification of these ple as being 
members of the Communist Party, on what do you base your asser- 
tion that they were members of the Communist Party? | 

Mr. Netson. Well, Leon Katzen was the section organizer on the 
northwest side. I attended numerous, too numerous to mention, 
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meetings with him, not only of the section committee, but the 34th 
Ward Branch of the Communist Party, and district meetings and 
too many meetings to mention, and likewise with Richard Criley. 

Mr. Movtper. You were personally associated with them at these 
meetings you have mentioned ? 

Mr. Netson. That is right. 

Mr. Movtper. At different times? 

Mr. Netson. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Have you served in closed Communist Party meet- 
ings with Leon Katzen and Richard Criley ? 

Mr. Netson. Definitely. 

Mr. Arens. The chairman and executive secretary, reapentevely, 
of the Chicago Committee to Defend Democratic Rights? 

Mr. Netson. Definitely. 

Mr. Moutper. In order to clarify the record on another point, you 
mentioned awhile ago that the union was saturated. That was in 
response to a question asked you by counsel. The industry was 
saturated, is that right? 

Mr. Netson. Saturated. 

Mr. Mourper. To what period of time are you referring? 

Mr. Netson. I am referring to the time from *43 up until now. 

“ Moutper. You are still actively associated with the organiza- 
tion 

Mr. Netson. Not since °55, no. 

Mr. Movutper. Proceed, Mr. Arens. 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Nelson, with that general perspective of 
your testimony, may I ask you, first of all where and when did you 
first associate yourself with the Communst Party ? 

Mr. Netson. It was in 1934 I attended a school that they had set 
up on Chicago Avenue near Springfield. 

Mr. Arens. Was this a Communst training school? 

Mr. Netson. This was a Communist training school, yes. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly, at your own pace, without at the 
moment telling us about other persons who were actively engaged in 
the conspiracy, tell us the sequence of the identifications which you 
had within the various units of the Communist operation in the 
greater Chicago area? 

Mr. Netson. Well, I was recruited in 1934 in December by Norman 
Jay and was assigned to Unit 5-10, At that time they called the 
different sections of the party by numbers like Section 5, Unit 10. 
It means I belonged to Section 5 and Unit 10. And I also became, 
in 1935, a member of the section committee of Section 5 engaged 
in work with the Daily Worker. And in 1935 I attended a party 
training school at 1628 West Division Street. 

Mr. Arens. Is there any doubt in your mind, based upon the 
teachings which you received at the Communist Party training school, 
but that the Communist Party and the Communist operation in the 
United States is a fifth column on American soil ? 

Mr. Netson. Correct. I believe it is. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly proceed with your career in the 
Communist operation ? 

Mr. Netson. Well, in 1940, I was working at the American Ex- 
celsior Co. on Halsted Street, and Mannie Bornstein called me and 
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told me to come down and see him. He was employed at that time 
with the Government employment service and he told me to go to 
work at Armour & Co. and he gave me a referral. 

Mr. Arens. Who was Mannie Bornstein ? 

Mr. Netson. He was a member of the party, a former section or- 

anizer out in Cicero. He ran for mayor of Cicero at one time. I 

lieve it was in 1932. 

‘ oe, All right, sir. Did you at his direction go to Armour 

Mr. Nexson. I did. 

Mr. Arens. What did you do there? 

Mr. Netson. Well, first meeting I had before I got into the Armour 
branch, I had a meeting with Les Orear, Jane March, Dave Mates, 
and Joe Bezenhoffer at Forum Hall. 

Mr. Arens. Pause there fora moment. Do you here and now, while 
you are under oath, identify each and every one of those persons whose 
names you just called off, as persons who, to your certain knowledge, 
were members of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Netson. I do. 

Mr. Arens. Was there a Communist Party tentacle or branch at 
Armour & Co. ? 

Mr. Netson. There was. 

Mr. Arens. All right, sir. Proceed, if you please, now to the next 
operation which you were engaged in. We will come back in a few 
moments to the actual operation itself. 

Mr. Netson. In 1943 I got fired out of Armour and I went to Swift. 

Mr. Arens. Was that because of Communist Party activities that 
you were fired from Armour ¢ 

Mr. Netson. It was. Then from Swift I went to— 

Mr. Arens. Excuse me a moment. While you were at Swift, were 
you engaged as a comrade in Communist Party operations? 

Mr. Netson. I didn’t belong to the Swift branch, no. 

Mr. Arens. Was there a branch at Swift? 

Mr. Newtson. Yes, there was. 

Mr. Arens. Of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Newson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. All right, sir. Proceed, if you please. 

Mr. Netson. From there I went to Wyckoff Steel. 

Mr. Arens. When did you go to Wyckoff Steel Co. ¢ 

Mr. Netson. In July of 1943. 

Mr. Arens. Did you engage in Communist Party operations there? 

Mr. Netson. No, I engaged in union activities. I met a party mem- 
ber there, Ray Cerda. 

Mr. Arens. Was there a cell of the Communist Party there? 

Mr. Netson. No. 

Mr. Arens. All right, sir, your next activity. 

Mr. Netson. I went to work with the Aluminum Corp. of America. 

Mr. Arens. When ? 

Mr. Netson. That was in 1948. And there I met Blanche Born, 
who was a member of the party. There was no cell there to my 
knowledge. And from there I went and got a release and tried to 

t a job at a higher skill, and I went over to the union hall, and Herb 

arch told me to try to get a job in one of the small houses. That I 
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attempted and didn’t meet with success and I stopped in the employ- 
ment office at Wilson & Co. and asked if they were hiring pipe cover- 
ers, and they called out to the shop foreman, and I got a job as a pipe 
coverer in Wilson & Co. 

Mr. Arens. Was there a tentacle or branch or unit of the Com- 
munist Party at Wilson & Co.? 

Mr. Netson. There was a branch there. I was told to see Joe 
Zabritski, the party man at Wilson Co. 

Mr. Arens. Did you see him? 

Mr. Netson. I did. 

Mr. Arens. Do you here and now identify him as a person who, to 
your certain knowledge, was a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Netson. I do. 

Mr. Arens. Did you serve in closed Communist Party meetings 
with him? 

Mr. Netson. Numerous ones. 

Mr. Arens. Give us the next entity with which you were connected 
in Communist operations. 

Mr. Netson. I became a member of the section committee there. 

Mr. Arens. Section committee of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Netson. Of packing; that is right. 

Mr. Arens. It was the packing fraction of the Communist Party, 
was it not? 

Mr. Netson. It was the entire section, which was composed of lead- 
ing people from different plants in the packing industry. 

r. Arens. Was it a Communist operation ? 
Mr. Netson. It was. 


Mr. Arens. All right, sir. Now, your next operation, ye wag sir? 


Mr. Netson. I was in charge of the Daily Worker an 
in the Wilson Co. 

Mr. Arens. Do you mean in charge of the dissemination or distri- 
bution of the Daily Worker? 

Mr. Netson. Distribution, sales promotion, and so forth. 

Mr. Arens. Your next operation, please, sir? 

Mr. Netson. Well, after 1948 I was fired out of the plant. 

Mr. Arens. Was that for Communist operations? 

Mr. Netson. Yes. They refused to take myself and another fellow 
back. Then I was—— 

Mr. Arens. Who was the other fellow? 

Mr. Netson. Sam Parks. 

Mr. Arens. Was he, to your certain knowledge, a member of the 
Communist Party? 

Mr. Netson. He was. 

Mr. Arens. Did you serve in closed Communist Party meetings 
with him? 

Mr. Netson. I did. 

Mr. Arens. Do you here and now, while you are under oath, say 
without equivocation he was a Communist ? 

Mr. Netson. I do. 

Mr. Arens. All right, sir. Would you kindly proceed to your 
next connection ? 

Mr. Netson. From there I a job down at UE as custodian of 
the building. [ believe it was from October 1948 until, I think it was 
February 749. 


the press 
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Mr. Arens. Did you serve in closed party meetings with him ? 

Mr. Netson. With who? 

Mr. Arens. Parks. 

Mr. Nexson. Oh, yes. Numerous meetings. 

Mr. Arens. All right, sir. Now you have in the sequence of events 
of your career in the Communist operation gotten up to the point 
where you were connected with the UE. That is the United Electri- 
cal Workers Union, is it not? 

Mr. Netson. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Give us a word about that, please, sir. 

Mr. Nexson. I quit there, and I got a job in G. H. Hammond as 
a pipe coverer, And G. H. Hammond, they asked me to accept an 
office in the union when the elections came around, which I did. I 
believe it was outside guard or inside guard in the union. And I 
was selected by Walter Price Co. to go to the founding convention 
of the National Negro Labor Council. 

Mr. Arens. Where was that? 

Mr. Netson. That was held in Cincinnati. 

Mr. Arens. When was that? 

Mr. Netson. I believe that was 1952. 

Mr. Arens. Was that a Communist operation ? 

Mr. Netson. It was. 

Mr. Arens. Was it controlled by the Communist conspiracy ? 

Mr. Newson. It was. 

Mr. Arens. All right, sir. Your next participation in the Com- 
munist operation ? 

Mr. Moutper. Can you explain in what respect, how it was, and 
upon what you base your statement ? 

Mr. Netson. In the National Negro Labor Council? 

Mr. Movuwper. Tell us why you draw that conclusion when you 
make such a statement. 

Mr. Netson. The entire leadership in the Chicago area was com- 
posed of Communists. They were all party members in the leader- 
ship of it. And that is the basis of my conclusion. 

Mr. Arens. What was your next connection with the Communist 
operation ? 

Mr. Nexson. Richard Criley came to me in 1953—I believe it was 
1952, and asked me to serve on the Freedom of the Press Committee, 
as in the past I had been able to get quite a few subscriptions for the 
Chicago Star and the Daily Worker, and I accepted. I attended a 
meeting at 5457 Chicago Avenue, where this was held, and I was 
elected onto the executive committee of the Freedom of the Press 
Committee. 

Mr. Arens. Was the Freedom of the Press Committee controlled 
by the Communist conspiracy ¢ 

Mr. Netson. It was. 

Mr. Arens. Can you, in similar fashion to your on to the 
question of the chairman of this subcommittee, tell us why you have 
reached that conclusion ¢ 

Mr. Netson. Well, the purpose of the committee was to raise funds 
for the Daily Worker, to get subscriptions for it, and in general build 
up the Daily Worker and Sunday Worker. 

Mr. Arens. Did the leadership of the Freedom of the Press Com- 
mittee consist of persons known by you to be Communists? 
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Mr. Nexson. It did. 

Mr. Arens. What caused your disassociation from the Communist 
operation ? 

Mr. Netson. Well, I seen the way people had lied to me and I didn’t 
like the way I was handled by Jim Keller. Then I went in business 
for myself, and I didn’t have any time to fool around with it. 

Mr. Arens. Now, did the Communist Party, while you were in the 
operation, undertake to govern your personal life? 

Mr. Netson. Well, when the strike was over, we were getting a 
little money from the union and I was cut off and my wife called the 
union hall and threatened to send a picket line down there with the 
children, and a special meeting of the party was called of the Wilson 
workers where Jim Keller told me I had to make a choice between 
my wife and the union. And it was a meeting that night of the 
union where we went, and nothing was said about what had taken 
ve. So that was one of the factors that led to me getting out of 
the party. ‘ 

z am Now, Mr. Nelson, may I invite your attention to per- 
sons:known by you, to a certainty, to be members of the Communist 
Party during your career in the party. Where would you like to 
start? Would you like to start with the packinghouse workers 
fraction ? 

Mr. Netson. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. And give us the date, please, sir. 

Mr. Netson. Well, from 1941 on, I knew Jesse Prosten to be a 
member of the party, was in hundreds of meetings with him. 

Mr. Arens. Would you pause as you give us information respecting 
each person who was, to a certainty, known by you to be a member of 
the Communist Party? And I admonish you now, as I have ad- 
monished you in private conversations, while you are under oath here 
and now to testify with respect to only those persons who, to your 
certain knowledge, were members of the Communist Party. Now 
give us a word about Jesse Prosten. Is this J-e-s-s-e P-r-o-s-t-e-n? 

Mr. Netson. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. All right, sir. 

Mr. Netson. He was on the international union payroll. He was 
a member of the Armour branch of the Communist Party, and was a 
member of the section committee, which is the highest body in pack- 
ing of the Communist Party. 

r. Arens. What is his status now in the United Packinghouse 
Workers of America? 

Mr. Netson. That I don’t know. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I should like to announce for the record 
that we have been making every effort to get Jesse Prosten under sub- 
pena and our security advices from confidential sources lead us to be- 
lieve that he is evading subpena and is now hiding out in the south- 
eastern part of the United States. We will continue until we do get 
him under subpena. 

Mr. Nexson. Les Orear. 

Mr. Arens. Let us be sure we have his name spelled properly. 

Mr. Netson. Yes. O-r-e-a-r. 

Mr. Arens. Les is his first name? 

Mr. Netson. Leslie Orear, yes. 

Mr. Arens. Give us a word about him. 
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Mr. Netson. The first meeting I had before getting into the Armour 
branch was a meeting held in Forum Hall with Les Orear, Jane 
March, and Dave Mates, and Joe Bezenhoffer. Les Orear was the 
section educational director of the Communist Party. He was also a 
representative of the United Packinghouse Workers of America. 

r. Arens. And do you know what his present position is? 

Mr. Netson. That I don’t know. 

Mr. Arens. Did you, in the course of your membership in the Com- 
munist Party, know as a Communist a person by the name of Charles 
H. F-i-s-c-h-e-r? 

Mr. Netson. No, I didn’t. 

Mr. Arens. You say you did not? 

Mr. Netson. I did not, no. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly proceed to give us a word of de- 
scription about other persons who, to your certain knowledge, were 
known by you to be members of the Communist Party activity in 
penetrating the meatpacking industry ? 

Mr. Netson. Well, there was Herb March. 

Mr. Arens. Give us a word about him, please. 

Mr. Netson. He proclaimed to the world he was a Communist; at- 
tended hundreds of meetings with him. 

Mr. Mocutper. Where were the meetings held that you referred to? 

Mr. Netson. The section committee meetings were held at the party 
headquarters at 4848 South Ashland Avenue. And other meetings 
that were held throughout the Chicago area, not necessarily sec- 
tion committee meetings, but they were party meetings, say, caucus 
meetings of delegates and party delegates going to the union conven- 
tions, and so forth. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know as a Communist, Leon Beverly ? 

Mr. Netson. I did. 

Mr. Arens. B-e-v-e-r-l-y ? 

Mr. Netson. I did. 

Mr. Arens. Give us a word about Leon Beverly, if you please, sir. 

Mr. Netson. Leon Beverly was a member of the section committee 
of the Communist Party, also member of the Armour local, and to 
the best of my knowledge he was president of the Armour local. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know as a Communist Samuel J. Parks, 
P-a-r-k-s, Jr.? 

Mr. Netson. I did. 

Mr. Arens. Give us a word about him, please, sir. 

Mr. Netson. Sam Parks was a member of the Wilson branch of 
the Communist Party, was a member of the section committee of the 
Communist Party, and was sent to Europe by Chicago Star, the Com- 
munist Party paper. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know what his present occupation is? 

Mr. Netson. As far as I know he runs a gas station. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know as a Communist a man by the name of 
Jack Souther, S-o-u-t-h-e-r? 

Mr. Netson. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Arens. Would you give us a word about him, please, sir. 

Mr. Nexson. I attended several meetings with Jack Souther, or 
numerous meetings I should say, and the last I know of Jack was that 
= ign working in the district office. Just what his function is, I 

on't know. 
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Mr. Arens. District office of what ? 

Mr. Netson. The United Packinghouse Workers. 

Mr. Movtper. This gentleman was sent to Europe by the Chicago 
Star, yousay? 

Mr. Netson. Yes; which was a Communist paper. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know the purpose of his journey to Europe? 

Mr. Nexson. It was to further enhance his political education. 

Mr. Moutper. Where in Europe, do you know ? 

Mr. Netson. He went to London, France, Poland, and Czechoslo- 
vakia. I don’t know all the different places he went there. But I know 
some of them. 

Mr. Moutprr. You say he went there to enhance his Communist 
Party education ? 

Mr. Netson. The party sent him there. They were sort of disap- 
pointed. They get a report every day about Sam and, according to 
them, all he was doing was enjoying himself in Paree. But that was 
the purpose of them sending him there. 

r. Arens. What year was he sent to Europe 

Mr. Netson. That was, I believe in 1947 or 1946. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know as a Communist a person by the name of 
Gloria Wailes? 

Mr. Netson. Yes; I did. 

Mr. Arens. Give us a word about her, please, sir. 

Mr. Netson. She worked for the Wilson local office as the office girl ; 
she did typing, took care of the files, and promoted the Daily Worker. 
I attended several meetings with her; was a member of the National 
Negro Labor Council. 

Mr. Movrper. I am sorry, Mr. Arens, to interrupt. But FE am sure 
the committee is interested in the point the witness brought out about 
enhancing the Communist Party political education by sending that 
man to Europe. Do you know of other instances where that has been 
done? Is it a general policy or rule or a program on the part of the 
Communist Party organizations throughout this country to occa- 
sionally send or designate some person to go to Europe for instructions 
from Communist Party leaders over there in the countries you have 
referred to. 

Mr. Netson. They sent another fellow from the Swift local by the 
name of Charley Proctor. They sent him to Russia. So they don’t 
openly state that is the porpuss of it. But that is what takes place. 

Mr. Movtper. The point I am trying to arrive at is direct evidence 
which shows that there is a direct connection between the Communist 
Party as it exists here in this country and the international Communist 
Party conspiracy referred to by our counsel, Mr. Arens; that there is a 
constant negotiation and contact with the Communist Party leaders in 
Russia, with those Communist Party leaders in other countries, and in 
turn with the Communist Party leaders in this country. Is that so? 

Mr. Netson. There is a connection because how would we get reports 
every day? Bill Cerda used to give usa — of what Sam was doing 
in Poland, what he was doing in France, what he was doing in Czecho- 
slovakia, or what he was doing in London. We used to get them daily 
from Bill Cerda. 

Mr. Movtper. That is my purpose for bringing that out. I think it 
is very important. 
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‘Mr. Jowansen. When you say you received these reports daily, 
were those received at meetings or in individual conferences or what? 
Mr. Netson. These were given to leading people in the Communist 
Party in the section who, in turn, would relay them to people that were 
directly connected with—— 

Mr. JoHansen. Who was the individual, Cerda, you say was the 
source of the reports? 

Mr. Netson. Bill Cerda. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know as a Communist, Joseph Zabritski? 
Z-a-b-r-i-t-s-k-i? 

Mr. Newson. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Arens. Give us a word about him, please, sir. 

Mr. Nexson. Well, when I went to work in Wilson, Jesse Prosten 
told me to contact Joe Zabritski who was the party man in Wilson & 
Co., which I did. I attended hundreds of meetings with Zabritski 
paid my dues to Zabritski. Zabritski was the secretary-treasurer of 
the Communist Party section and kept all the dues and membership 
records of the party members. 

Mr. a Did you know as a Communist, Charles A. Hayes, 
H-a-y-e-s 

Mr. Newson. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Arens. Give us a word about him, please, sir. 

Mr. Netson. I attended many, many a meeting with Charles Hayes, 
in 4848 South Ashland, in his home, in my home, in different caucus 
meetings of party delegates, etc. 

Mr. Arens. To your certain knowledge was Hayes sent to any 
training school of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Netson. He was. 

Mr. Arens. Where was that conducted ? 

P Mr. Netson. I believe it was conducted here at 1628 West Division 
treet. 

Mr. Arens. In what work for the Communist Party was Hayes 
engaged ? 

Mr. Netson. Well Hayes at that time was—— 

Mr. Moutper. What time was that ? 

Mr. Netson. That was 1946. 

It was after the strike. They sent Hayes to school with the hope 
to build him up because they were afraid they were building a “Frank- 
enstein” in Sam Parks, and they wanted to use Hayes as a buffer against 
Sam Parks, which they did. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know as a Communist, Rachel, R-a-c-h-e-l, 
Carter, C-a-r-t-e-r, Ellis, E-]-]-i-s? 

Mr. Netson. I did. 

Mr, Arens, Give us a word about Rachel Carter Ellis, please. 

Mr. Netson. I attended meetings with her, and she worked down at 
the Daily Worker office on Washington Boulevard, and I used to 
bring subs in to her, and when I worked with Wyckoff Steel she was in 
the Local 4538 office. I worked with, I think he was her husband, 
Hilliard Ellis, Hilliard Ellis and Sam Mariani. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know as a Communist a person by the name 
of Leo Turner, T-u-r-n-e-r? 

Mr. Netson. I did. 

Mr. Arens. Give us a word about Leo Turner, please, sir. 
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Mr, Netson. I know Leo Turner from working down at UE. 
He used to attend the Trade Union Commission meetings of the party 
that were held there on a Saturday, or Saturdays, rather. And I know 
he had gone to Spain. 

Mr. Arens. Did he go to Spain to fight for the Communists? 

Mr. Netson. He belonged to the Abraham Lincoln Brigade. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know as a Communist a person by the name of 
John Lewis, L-e-w-i-s? 

Mr. Netson. I did. 

Mr. Arens. A word about him, please, sir. 

Mr. Netson. John Lewis used to work at Hammond & Co., and 
then he was transferred to Swift, when they transferred their slaugh- 
tering operation. He was a member of the section committee of the 
 igieteaae Party, and he was the organizer of the party in Swift & 
Mr. Arens. Did you know as a Communist, Charles Proctor, 
P-r-o0-c-t-o-r# 

Mr. Nexson. I did. 

Mr. Arens. Tell us a word about him, please, sir. 

Mr. Netson. Charley Proctor was also a member of the section 
committee. I was in numerous meetings with him. He was sent to 
Russia by the party. 

Mr. Arens. For what purpose / 

Mr. Netson. That I don’t know. 

g Mr. Arens. Did you know as a Communist, Donald H. Smith, 
-m-i-t-h? 

Mr. Netson. I did. 

Mr. Arens. Give us a word about him, please, sir. 

Mr. Netson. I met Donald Smith in caucus meetings of party dele- 
gates to the convention at Montreal and the convention in Cleveland. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know as a Communist, LeRoy Johnson ? 

Mr. Netson. No, I didn’t. I know LeRoy Johnson, but I didn’t 
know him as a Communist. 

Mr. Arens. Now, sir, could you give us just a word about the or- 

nizational setup of the Communist operation within the greater 
Chicas area to your certain knowledge ? 

Mr. Netson. Well, District 8 takes in the entire State and part of 
Lake County, Ind., and they have it broken down on a political basis, 
like senatorial and congressional districts and on a ward basis. And 
from there each branch has a given concentration on a factory. If it 
is in the 28th Ward, it would be the railroad industry; or if it is in the 
14th Ward it would be packing. But the main concentration in 
Chicago is packing and steel. And in the period when I was sent to 
packing, Les Orear told me at that time that the party was really 
going to colonize in the packing coviain 

Mr. Arens. Was Les Orear known by you to be a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Netson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jouansen. Mr. Counsel, excuse me, but as of what date, Wit- 
ness, are you testifying as to your knowledge of the organizational 
setup of the Communist Party in the Chicago area? 

r. Netson. From 1934 through 1949, and like I say I wasn’t in 
the party, but I was ideologically in sympathy with the party up. 
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until 54 and ’55, and up until that period that is when I knew about 


this 

Mr. Mouxper. Of course, as you know, in past hearings people have 
been named by witnesses as being members of the Communist Party, 
and if their names are common names and many other people have 
the same name, publication of those names sometimes causes embar- 
rassment and reflections upon persons who are in no way whatsoever 
connected with the Communist Party. Do you know these people 
whom you named, where they may reside, or some additional identi- 
fication so they might be distinguished from other persons having the 
same name ? 

Mr. Netson. Well, I don’t know where all of them reside. I know 
where some of them do, and it is possible that since that time they 
have moved. 

Mr. Moutper. I might add that they will be identified later during 
the course of these hearings. 

Mr. Netson. That is right. 

Mr. Wuuis. And, of course, may I interpose this: Mr. Witness, 
you are being truthful and testifying at least very freely. Of course, 
what you have to say covers the period of time that you talked about 
up to 1954 or ’55. Now, you broke with the Communist Party, dis- 
associated yourself from the party about that time, and you cannot 
go beyond that date as to these witnesses. Is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Netson. Not organizationally, no. 

Mr. Wiis. Not organizationally ? 

Mr. Netson. Ideologically, I can, though, because I was a member 
of the Freedom of the Press Committee, I was a member of the 
National Negro Labor Council. 

Mr. Wiiuis. I am talking about up to 1955. I say you have no 
knowledge of their association or whether they may be members today 
or might have quit, like you did in 1955. The limit of your testi- 
mony goes up to 1955; is that correct ? 

Mr. Netson. Well, as far as knowing them organizationally, you 
can’t go beyond 1949; but I know of activity after that. 

Mr. I see. Well, of course, our rules permit these witnesses 
to come forward themselves and to repudiate what you say, or, assum- 
ing you have told the truth—and I believe you have—they would 
have the right to do what you have done and say, “Well, that is cor- 
rect ; I had some association in years past, but I am not connected with 
the party any more.” We would have to see their reaction if they 
want to testify. 

Mr. Jonansen. Mr. Chairman, to further clarify the point that 
you are ee it is a understanding that the witness is not testify- 
ing of certain knowledge after 1954 or 1955 or thereabouts. 

r. Wiiu1s. Well, he indicated that, from general knowledge, he 
thinks they might still be ideologically connected. But he has not 
been in the organizational features. 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Nelson, you have testified extensively in an 
executive session and have been in extensive consultation with the staff 
on a number of items which are perhaps not germane to the scope of 
our inquiry in this session ; isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Netson. That is right. 
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Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, in view of the outline of the scope of 
inquiry we have here today and in view of the fact that this witness 
has supplied the staff and the committee in executive session very 
substantial information on other items, other persons, and other areas 
of activity of the Communist operation with which we are not pres- 
ently concerned within the scope of the framework of this particular 
hearing, I respectfully suggest that would now conclude the staff in- 
terrogation of this witness for this proceeding. 

Mr. Movtper. I wish to make it clear so that it might be thor- 
oughly understood that all the persons whom you have referred to 
and named and identified as members of the Communist Party will 
be definitely and specifically identified during the course of these 
hearings by other witnesses. 

Mr. Netson. That is right. 

Mr. Moutper. We will stand in recess for a period of 5 minutes. 

(Subcommittee members present: Representatives Moulder, Willis. 
and Johansen.) 

(A brief recess was taken.) 

Mr. Moutper. The committee will be in order. 

(Subcommittee members present: Representatives Moulder, Willis, 
and Johansen. ) 

Mr. Mourper. Call your next witness, please, Mr. Arens. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Leon Katzen, kindly come forward and remain 
standing while the chairman administers an oath to you. 

Mr. Moutprer. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are 
about to give before this subcommittee will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Karzen. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF LEON KATZEN, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
IRVING G. STEINBERG 


Mr. Arens. Kindly identify yourself by name, residence, and 
occupation. 

Mr. Karzen. My name is Leon Katzen, K-a-t-z-e-n. My residence 
is 1616C Touhy Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 

Mr. Arens. And your occupation, please, sir? 

Mr. Katzen. I will refuse to answer that question. 

However, Mr. Chairman, I should first like to address a challen 
to the committee based on what I consider to be the illegality of the 
subpena which was served upon me. I have neither been informed of 


the purpose of this inquiry nor have I ever been shown the rules of 
this committee. 


Mr. Very well. 

Now the question directed by counsel was to state your occupation 
and—is that correct ? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. Would you kindly tell us your occupation? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Katzen. May I, Mr. Chairman, have a copy of the rules and 
a copy of the stated purpose of this inquiry ? 

r. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest the witness now 

be ordered and directed to answer the question as to his occupation. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
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Mr. Movutper. The witness is directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Karzen. Mr. Chairman, I believe that I am within my rights, 
particularly in the light of the comments made earlier by Mr. Willis, 
in asking for a copy of the rules of the committee. : 

Mr. Arens. Witness, there is a copy of the rules of the committee 
which I am laying there on the table for your counsel. 

Now would you kindly answer the question, what is your present 
occupation 

Mr. Karzen. Now, sir, I should like to have also a copy of the 
statement of the purpose. 

Mr. Arens. I will be glad to explain to you the pertinency and pur- 
pose of this particular inquiry. The Committee on Un-American 
Activities—— 

Mr. Movutper. Mr. Arens, just a moment, if you please. ; 

Were you in the hearing room at the time I made the opening 
statement about 10 o’clock ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Katzen. Yes, Mr. Chairman, I was. I have been subpenaed 
to arrive here at 10 and I was here promptly. However, sir, may I 
say that your statement of the purpose of the inquiry, beginning with 
the authorizing resolution going back to the 79th Congress, was 
lengthy, complex, serveenhed by all the difficulties of acoustics in this 
hall. This was a statement of purpose which, it occurs to me, for a 
witness properly to testify would require careful consideration, care- 
ful study in order that a witness might not only, if so minded, co- 
operate with the committee, but at the same time protect his own 
— as guaranteed to the witnesses a before the committee. 

r. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest the witness now 


be ordered and directed to answer the question as to his occupation. 
(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
Mr. Movutper. The witness is directed to answer. 
(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 
Mr. Karzen. Mr. Chairman, do I understand that I am being re- 
fused a — of the statement of the purpose which you read at the 


opening of the session ? 

Mr. Movutper. The record will show that the witness heard the 
statement read by the chairman of the subcommittee at great length, 
at which time the explanation was fully made and the witness was 
thoroughly informed of the purposes of this hearing. And you are 
directed to answer the question, and if you refuse, then we will 
proceed with the next question. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Katzen. Mr. Chairman, it means, as I understand it, then, that 
I am proceeding without a full knowledge of the purpose of the 
ingaisy which is being carried forward here. 

r. Moutper. No. The record clearly shows that you have been 
a informed, that you heard the statement read, which clearly 
explains the purpose of the inquiry and the hearing being held. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Mov.per. And in making this direction to answer the question, 
I wish to also say that it is not in the nature of a threat, but it is so 
that you might be fully advised and informed of the possible dangers 

41635—59——3 
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which you might be incurring in that you might be in contempt of 
Congress by refusing to answer the question. ai. 

Mr. Karzen. Sir, I respect the motives with which this advice is 
given me. Nevertheless, I must ask to be Ege to state for the 
record that I was served with a subpena which I considered to have 
been illegal, in that I was neither served with the rules of the com- 
mittee nor with the purpose of the inquiry to which I was being asked 
to make myself present, and apparently I am being so refused now. 

Mr. Movwper. Before you proceed further, Mr. Arens, do you not 
think counsel should identify himself? 

Mr. Arens. That generally follows, as the chairman will recall, 
after the witness identifies himself; part of his identity is his occupa- 
tion, which he thus far refuses to give to the committee on this record. 
As soon as he gives his occupation, we subsequently identify the 
counsel, 

Now, sir, kindly tell us what is your occupation ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Katzen. Mr. Chairman, without having been given an oppor- 
tunity to familiarize myself with the purpose of this inquiry and 
having been ordered to answer the question, I will now proceed. I 
shall refuse to answer this question on the following several grounds: 

First of all, I rely upon the first amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States, which says that Congress shall pass no law 
abridging freedom of speech, freedom of press, freedom of people 
peaceably to assemble or to petition their Government for redress of 
grievances. 

Further, I am refusing to answer this question on the grounds that 
the authorizing resolution referred to by Mr. Willis, under which this 
committee operates, is vague, nebulous, without specificity. Who 
is to say what is the meaning of un-American? There are those of 
us who believe that it is un-American to deprive the Negro children 
throughout the South of equality of education. There are those of 
us who believe that it is un-American to— 

Mr. Moviper. You were not asked to make any argument before 
the committee. As I understand, you declined to answer, claiming 
protection under the first amendment. 

Mr. Karzen. Mr. Chairman, I had not yet completed my several 
grounds. 

Mr. Moutper. Proceed. Make it as brief as possible. 

Mr. Karzen. I further am refusing to answer this question on the 
grounds of lack of pertinency. It has been stated here repeatedly 
that this is an inquiry into something to do with the labor movement. 
This certainly cannot be related to me, nor can my testimony, which 
I might give, be pertinent to the publicly stated purpose of this 
inquiry. 

In the Watkins case I believe that the point was made very clear 
by Mr. Chief Justice Warren, speaking in behalf of the majority 
of the Supreme Court, in stating that it is necessary that there be 
pertinency to the question. 

Mr. Movutprr. We cannot spend all our time listening to you re- 
viewing the decisions of the Supreme Court. We will be tolerant 
and have every respect. for the witness. Now, as I understand, you 
decline to answer that question, and you have stated your reasons, 
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claiming the protection under the provisions of the Constitution, is 
that correct ? 

Mr. Karzen. Under the provisions of the Constitution, Mr. Chair- 
man, and I should like to state also for the record that I have full 
respect for the Congress of the United States of America. Never- 
pa I feel that I should not be denied the opportunity to state 
fully the grounds upon which I am refusing to answer this question. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Karzen. The Supreme Court 

Mr. Moutper. At this point, I would like to make a part of the 
record in connection with the testimony of this witness the statement 
which I read at the opening of this hearing this morning at 10 o'clock, 
the opening statement made by me as chairman of the subcommittee. 
1 would like to insert this document in the record at this point and 
have the record show that it is the statement referred to by the wit- 
ness which he has admitted he heard read at the opening session 
of this hearing. 

(For opening statement, see pp. 513-518.) 

Mr. Karzen. Mr. Chairman, would it be permissible for me to ask 
that my counsel be given a copy of this statement which has just 
been inserted into the record ? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, I give it right now. 

Mr. Moutprer. May the record show that counsel representing the 
witness has a copy of the opening statement made by the chairman of 
this subcommittee. 

Mr. Arens. If you will hesitate there, may I inquire, are you rep- 
resented in this proceeding by counsel ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Karzen. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, would you kindly identify yourself? 

Mr. Srernserc. My name is Irving Steinberg, 180 West Washing- 
ton. 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Witness, have you completed your answer, 
your response to the question as to your present occupation ? 

Mr. Karzen. No, sir: I have not. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly complete your answer ? 

Mr. Katzen. I further rest my refusal to answer this question on 
the grounds that in light of the Watkins decision any questions which 
may be placed to me in this inquiry must necessarily lack specificity, 
perveenen and consequently they must be without any meaning 

or me. 

Lastly, I should like to state that I am refusing to answer this ques- 
tion on the ground of the protection afforded, the privilege afforded, 
by the fifth amendment of the Constitution of the United States, 
which guarantees that I do not have to be a witness against myself, 
that I do not have to testify in a proceeding of this sort. 

Mr. Arens. Now, sir, do you honestly apprehend that if you told 
this committee truthfully, while you are under oath, what your present 
occupation is, you would be supplying information which might be 
used against you in acriminal proceeding ? 

Mr. Katzen. Mr. Arens, I have been sworn in at these proceedings. 
I would be bound to give an honest answer, if only out of fear of the 
possibility of perjuring myself. The answer that I gave in refusing 
to answer the prior question was evidently an honest one. 
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Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Witness, you said a few moments ago you 
had difficulty determining what the purpose of this inquiry is here. 
I display to you now a document, which was identified by a previous 
witness, issued by the Chicago Committee to Defend Democratic 
Rights, signed Leon Katzen, chairman, and Richard Criley, executive 
secretary, in which the Chicago Committee to Defend Democratic 
Rights announces to the world what that committee thinks the purpose 
of this particular inquiry is. 

Would you kindly look at this document, which has been identified 
on this record by sworn testimony, and tell this committee whether 
or not you are the chairman of the Chicago Committee to Defend Dem- 
ocratic Rights? 

A document was handed to the witness. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Katzen. May I have an opportunity to read this? 

Mr. Certainly. 

Mr. Katzen. DoI address myself to the chairman or you? 

Mr. Arens. If you please. 

Mr. Katzen. Mr. Chairman, I am refusing to answer this question 
on several grounds, which I should like to set forth. 

— previously marked “Nelson Exhibit No. 1” appears on 

. 521. 
¥ ot Arens. Are those the same grounds you stated a few moments 
Tite Katzen. Might I be permitted to state the grounds? 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly answer whether or not they are the 
same grounds you stated a few moments ago? 

Mr. Karzen. Sir—— 

Mr. Moutper. To expedite the proceedings and not take so much 
of your time, you can, 1f you wish, reassert the same reasons by ref- 
erence and they will be considered as the same reasons in response to 
this question. 

Mr. Katzen. I should like, if I may, to restate the reasons, if only 
for the purpose of making precise and perfectly clear what my reasons 
are for refusal to answer. 

Mr. Movutper. You have that privilege. 

Mr. Katzen. All right, sir. 

I am refusing to answer this question on the grounds that the ques- 
tion violates the rights guaranteed me under the first amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States. It seems to me, I may say, 
Mr. Chairman, that addressing this question to me precisely violates 
my rights under freedom of the press, because apparently this written 
piece of material to which my name is allegedly attached is something 
which is considered to be inimical and worthy of investigation in the 
light of subversive propaganda objectives which the committee is 
interested in. 

I further refuse to answer this question again on the grounds of 
the lack of specificity of the authorization originally granted this 
committee, in that there is no one who is able to define the meanin 
of the word “un-American,” and I tie this up with my earlier ground, 
in that it is implied that a statement of this kind is un-American. 
I submit, sir, there might be a wide variance of opinion about this, 
we as there could be a wide variance of opinion as to the activities, 

et it be said, of this committee. 
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I likewise, sir, would like to reiterate the grounds which I stated 
last, which is that I invoke the privilege under the fifth amendment 
of refusing to be called upon to serve as a witness against myself. 

Mr. Arens. Sir, are you now, this very instant, a member of the 
Communist Party # 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Katzen. Sir, I am refusing to answer this question on the basis 
of several grounds which I sheuit like to cite. First of all, I rest my 
refusal to answer this question on the ground that it violates a free- 
dom guaranteed me under the first amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States of America, which states that Congress shall pass 
no law abridging the right to freedom of assembly and by extension 
to freedom of association. 

I should further like to state as my ground for refusal to answer 
this question that the authorizing resolution empowering the activity 
of this committee is vague, nebulous, without specificity, consequently 
meaningless. 

And I repeat what is the meaning of un-American is subject to 
much debate and discussion. There are those of us who believe that 
the activities of the Atomic Energy Commission in denying tu the 
American people the facts concerning the hazards of radiation fall- 
out are pursuing an un-American course. 

Mr. Moutprer. That, of course, is argument about the use of the 
phrase “un-American.” I cannot see that that is in point. 

Mr. Karzen. I further insist to register my refusal to answer this 
question on the grounds of lack of pertinency and relevance of any 
questions which will be placed to me during an inquiry having to do 
with the labor movement to myself. They are completely unrelated. 

And lastly, I want to restate my ground that I invoke the privilge 
of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that Mr. Nelson 
be called forward now. 

Mr. Nelson, would you kindly come forward ? 


TESTIMONY OF CARL NELSON—Resumed 


Mr. Arens. Mr. Nelson, an hour or so ago, you were sworn to tell 
the truth before this committee, were you not? 

Mr. Netson. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. During the course of your testimony you stated, in 
effect, that while you were a member of the Communist Party you 
knew as a Communist a person by the name of Leon Katzen. Is that 
correct ? 

Mr. Netson. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Do you see now in this Federal court room the per- 
son who, to your certain knowledge, was a member of the Communist 
Party whom you knew by the name of Leon Katzen ? 

Mr. Netson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moutper. And referred to in your testimony. 

Mr. fame. Would you kindly point him out now to this com- 
mittee ? 

Mr. Netson. Right there. [Indicating.] 

Mr. Movtper. The record will show that the witness, Mr. Nelson, 
pointed to Katzen, the witness now on the stand. 
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TESTIMONY OF LEON KATZEN—Resumed 


Mr. Arens. Mr. Katzen, Mr. Nelson has just looked you in the 
eye and, while he was under oath, identified you, in your presence, 
in the presence of your counsel, and in the presence of this committee 
in this public session, as a person known by him to be a member of 
the Communist Party. So there will be no question of the faceless 
informer, would you kindly look Mr. Nelson in the face and tell this 
committee now: Was Mr. Nelson telling the truth when he swore you 
were a Communist or was he in error ¢ 

Mr. Karzen. Mr. Chairman, I must now most respectfully suggest 
and urge that my counsel be given the opportunity to cross-examine 
this witness, otherwise the identification be expunged from the record 
as having come from, in fact, a faceless informer. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that the witness 
be ordered and directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Mouper. I want to make this statement in response to what 
the witness has just said. 

Our committee is the only investigating committee that I know of 
in the Congress having rules and regulations which give to witnesses 
subpenaed before the committee an opportunity under our rules to be 
represented by counsel, to be advised at all times during the course 
of the hearings. We have gone as far as is possible. We have 
adopted procedures to protect the individual rights of witnesses 
appearing before the committee without going into the courtroom 
procedure, because after all the witness is not on trial. This com- 
mittee has no authority to punish anyone or to prosecute anyone. 
If we complied with your request, we would be here all day in cross- 
examination of the witness as requested by you. 

Then, secondly, you have been accused (identified) here by the wit- 
ness, Mr. Nelson. He has made his statement very frankly. You 
heard his testimony at great length in the hearing room, and he posi- 
tively identified you as a person he referred to in his testimony. And 
now instead of availing yourself of the opportunity of denying or 
affirming his testimony, you take refuge behind the request that your 
counsel be permitted to cross-examine. 

Now, do you wish to deny or aflirm the statement made by Mr. Nel- 
son in his testimony concerning your Communist activities ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Katzen. Mr. Chairman, exactly for the reason that you, sir, 
used the word “accused” with all of the implications and overtones 
which flow from the ordinary meaning of that word and in the light 
of the fact that in the Watkins case the Supreme Court said that the 
guarantees of due process before an investigating committee must be 
no less than those in the judicial process, I now, therefore, renew m 
request that my counsel be permitted to cross-examine the last identi- 
fying witness, or that the testimony given by this witness in the form 
of accusation against me be expunged from the record as of no value, 
worthless, misleading, and irrelevant. 

Mr. Movutper. Proceed, Mr. Arens. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever used any name other than the name 
Leon Katzen ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
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Mr. Katzen. Mr. Chairman, I must refuse to answer this question 
basing myself on several grounds which I should like to cite. 

I first Sen my refusal to answer this question on the basis of the 
first amendment to the Constitution of the United States, which guar- 
antees that each citizen shall enjoy without abridgment by Congress 
freedom of speech, freedom of press, freedom of assembly, that under 
the fifth amendment to the Constitution each citizen shall be guaran- 
teed freedom of his person. 

I further cite as grounds for my refusal the fact that the authorizing 
resolution under which this committee operates is without sufficient 
clarity and definition, is so nebulous and vague as to make the pur- 
poses, the aims, and the objectives of this committee meaningless, or of 
multiple meaning, depending upon the observer. 

I further cite as a ground the lack of pertinency and relevancy 
in a hearing of the kind that this has been announced to be of any 
questions which may be put to me. 

And lastly, I base my refusal to answer this question on the grounds 
that under the fifth amendment I cannot be compelled to become a 
witness against myself. 

Mr. Moutper. Before proceeding, Mr. Arens, may I say this: In 
the heginning you stated you heard the statement read this morning 
about the purposes for which the hearings are being held. In that 
statement we stated our desire to know the extent, the character, and 
the objectives of the Communist infiltration and Communist Party 
propaganda activities in the labor unions in the area of Chicago. 

We want this information produced by the committee for its con- 
sideration of amending section 4 of the Communist Party Control 
Act of 1954. 

I ask you this question: Do you have any knowledge or information 
concerning the extent, character, and objectives of the Communist 
Party’s infiltration and Coinmmunist Party propaganda activities in 
labor unions within the area of Chicago? 

Mr. Karzen. Mr. Chairman, it is my understanding—and you will 
correct me if I am in error—that the subpena which was served upon 
me on the 30th of April was seemingly served as an afterthought. 
The subpenas which were served on other people who may be called 
upon to testify today were issued far prior to this time. 

Mr. Movutper. May I interrupt ? 

Mr. Katzen. May I ask a question, sir? 

Mr. Mounper. You are not answering the question. It is a very 
simple question. Do you have or possess any such knowledge or in- 
formation ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Katzen. But, Mr. Chairman, I am trying to get some clarifica- 
cation, and this is why I put the question as I did. It is my under- 
standing—correct: me if I am wrong—that the subpena served upon 
me was served only after a letter to which my name has allegedly 
been signed, calling for the abolition of this committee, was freely 
circulated in this area. I want to understand if that is the connection 
between my appearance here and my receipt of the subpena. 

Mr. Mourprer. Do you decline to answer the question ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Katzen, Well, Mr. Chairman, the question appears to me to be 
so vague, consisting actually as it does, if I understand it correctly, 
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of three separate questions, that I must refuse to answer it on the 
grounds which I have previously cited in my refusal to answer prior 
questions. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Moutper. Do you have any knowledge or information whatso- 
ever concerning Communist Party techniques and strategy in the rais- 
ing of money for the benefit of the Communist Party in this area? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Karzen. It is my impression, Mr. Chairman, that this ques- 
tion because of its vagueness, because of the fact that it embodies 
really several questions, cannot be answered; and, therefore, I must 
refuse to address myself to it on the grounds that number 1, under 
the protection of the first amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States, which states that Congress shall pass no law abridging free- 
dom of speech, freedom of press, freedom of citizens peaceably to 
assemble or freedom to petition their Government for redress of griev- 
ances; on the ground that the authorizing resolution under which this 
committee is operating is so vague and tenuous and diffused as to be 
without specific meaning and that, therefore, necessarily the ques- 
tions which will be placed to me will be vague; that the questions 
placed to me must necessarily lack of relevancy, pertinency, and have 
no relationship to me; and lastly on the grounds that under the fifth 
amendment to the Constitution I cannot be compelled to become a 
witness against myself. 

It is for these reasons that I refuse to answer this question. 

Mr. Wituis. Mr. Chairman, I am not asking a question, but I call 
attention to this part of your statement which, of course, is correct: 
Despite statements that have been made that this committee has no 
legislative purpose, the truth of the matter as stated in your statement 
is, and I quote, “Legislation has been passed by the Congress embrac- 
ing 35 of the committee recommendations.” 

Mr. Movutprr. That is correct. And in connection with the ques- 
tion being asked, I cannot understand how you can construe the 
question which I propounded, as to whether or not you have any 
knowledge or information, as being a vague question. Again I direct 
the witness to answer the question. 

Mr. Karzen. Mr. Chairman, could I ask that the court reporter 
read the question back so that I may test my memory as to whether it, 
in or was not a vague question consisting, in fact, of several ques- 
tions 

Mr. Movtper. The record will speak for itself. I think your re- 

uest is purely vexatious to delay our proceedings. Go ahead, Mr. 
rens. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, so the record may be straight as to 
the arian I should like now, as I have done in previous hearings, 
to make on this record a legalistic explanation of the pertinency of 
this subject which is under inquiry by this committee: 

Sir, the Committee on Un-American Activities is under a mandate 
from the United States Congress to perform two principal functions. 
One function is to maintain a continuing surveillance over the ad- 
ministration and operation of the security laws. These laws include 
the Internal Security Act of 1950, the Communist Control Act of 1954, 
the Foreign Agents Registration Act, numerous provisions of the 
Criminal Code relating to espionage, sabotage, and internal security. 
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The second principal function of this committee is to develop fac- 
tual information upon which it can recommend to the Congress of the 
United States legislative proposals for the ‘ona ata of safeguarding 
the internal security of this Nation. Over the course of many years, 
this committee has assembled great quantities of factual information 
which has been the basis upon which the Congress of the United 
States has enacted considerable internal security legislation. 

It is the information of this committee and it is the information of 
the United States Congress—indeed, it ought to be the information of 
all patriotic Americans—that there is sweeping the world now a god- 
less, atheistic conspiracy known as communism, an international con- 
spiratorial operation of which the conspiracy in the United States is 
just one tentacle. It is the objective of this conspiracy to crush all 

uman freedom. It is the objective of this conspiracy to stamp out 
all the values upon which this civilization in the West and the free 
world has been founded. 

It is the information of this committee, sir, that you are part and 

arcel of that conspiracy; that you, sir, are a dedicated, hard-core 

ommunist; that you, sir, have been practicing the techniques, con- 
spiratorial operations of the Communist conspiracy within the greater 
Chicago area dedicated to overthrow this Government of the United 
States and dedicated to destroy the Constitution of the United States, 
behind which you have sought protection today. 

Before this committee in executive session based upon intelligence 
information, we believe that you, sir, presently have information re- 
specting the operation of that conspiracy which is sweeping the world 
and which, according to this witness this morning and other witnesses 
of like knowledge, is more serious, a more deadly menace than ever be- 
fore in the history of this Nation. 

Now, sir, with that explanation of pertinency, I ask you this ques- 
tion: Have you, sir, in the course of your life used the name Mike 
Samuels, S-a-m-u-e-l-s ? 

Mr. Karzen. Mr. Chairman, I am not used to inquiries of this sort. 
It appears to me, however, that the dictates of justice would require 
that I be given an deren to make a statement with regard to 
the lengthy statement that was made by the staff director. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest the witness now 
be ordered to answer the question as to whether or not he has in his 
lifetime used the name—— 

Mr. Karzen. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Arens. —Mike Samuels. 

Mr. Karzen. Mr. Chairman, I am asking for an opportunity to an- 
swer the statement. 

Mr. Movtper. The counsel has given you a very lengthy explanation 
of the pertinency of the question that has been propounded. 

Would you repeat the question, Mr. Arens? 

Mr. Karzen. He also made accusation. 

Mr. Arens. The question is, Have you used the name Mike Samuels? 

Mr. Katzen. The question, sir, is clear enough. 

Mr. Arens. If you give us a truthful and complete answer to that 
question, I expect to explore with you some of your activities in the 
conspiracy known as the Communist Party in the greater Chicago area 
in which you have used the name Mike Samuels. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
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Mr. Arens. Now, sir, would you kindly answer the question ? 

Mr. Katzen. Mr. Chairman, the question is certainly clear enough, 
but the statement which contained a variety of accusations and innu- 
— against me requires, in my opinion, in simple justice a re- 

uttal— 

Mr. Arens. Do you want to deny—— 

Mr. Katzen. —an answer. 

Mr. Arens. —you are, and in the past have been, a member of the 
Communist conspiracy operating in the Chicago area ? 

Mr. Katzen. Sir, what I want to state is that all of the activities 
which this committee is allegedly looking into are protected by the 
first amendment to the Constitution of the United States, and that 
the best effort that this committee might make would be to exercise 
that first amendment more than it has been exercised in the recent 
period of time, if we are truly dedicated to the maintenance of the 
freedoms upon which this country was founded. 

Mr. Moutper. The witness is directed to answer the question pro- 
pounded by counsel. 

Mr. Katzen. Mr. Chairman, at this time I must refuse to answer 
this question upon the basis of several grounds which I wish to state; 
and while I don’t know whether it may legally be cited as a ground, 
Mr. Chairman, it appears to me—I am not oversensitive, I am not a 
child—but I gather that there is a very definite overtone of hostility 
being directed against me by the staff director. However, this is 
not one of the grounds for my refusal to answer, because I don’t know 
whether it would be acceptable. 

My grounds are rather, No. 1, that I feel that the question put to 
me is a violation of the rights guaranteed me under the first amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States; No. 2, that the question 

ut to me flows from an authorizing resolution to this committee which 
1s so vague and nebulous, tenuous, and without boundary as to make 
any question which flows from that authorizing resolution necessarily 
vague, nebulous, unanswerable. 

I further refuse to answer this question on the oft-stated grounds 
of lack of relevancy and pertinency to me or to this inquiry as the in- 
quiry has been given a purpose in the public statement by the chair- 
man. 

And last, I suggest that I have the right to refuse on the grounds 
that the subpena issued to me was, in fact, issued as an afterthought 
by reason of the allegation that I was a signer of a piece of material 
which, in fact, was not distributed outside the courthouse, but which 
1 am reliably informed was received through the mail by some 10,000 
people throughout this area. 

And lastly, I am refusing to answer on the grounds that the fifth 
amendment guarantees that I may not be compelled to become a witness 
against myself. 

Mr. Arens. In passing, would you tell us who informed you that 
there were 10,000 of these leaflets distributed by this Chicago Com- 
mittee to Defend Democratic Rights? Could you help us on that, 
please, sir? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Katzen. Mr. Chairman, it may very well be that the individual 
who told me 10,000 copies may have been in error. It may very well 
have been 15,000 or 20.000 copies. 
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Mr. Movtper. Not questioning the accuracy of the number, he asked 
you the question of who told you. You have opened up a subject of 
discussion by making that. statement. 

Counsel, you heard—that question. 

Mr. Karzen. Mr. Chairman, may I understand? Am I being di- 
rected to answer that question ? 

Mr. Moutprer. Yes, answer the question. You raised the question. 
I think you should be directed to answer. You have not answered 
any question yet. We would like to have some answers. 

Mr. Karzen. Are you directing me, sir? 

Mr. Moutper. Yes, you are being directed. 

Mr. Karzen. If I am being directed, sir, then I must refuse to 
answer this question, and to save time, on the basis of the same essen- 
tial grounds as those which I cited for my refusal to answer all prior 
questions. 

Mr. Moutper. For reasons previously given. 

Mr. Arens. Now, sir, I display to you an original card, a transfer 
card to be sent to the central office through the district office—the 
central office of the Communist Party of the U.S.A.—transferring 
a particular comrade from one section of this conspiratorial opera- 
tion to another. This transfer card is signed by Mike Samuels, 
S-a-m-u-e-l-s, on the transfer card identified as “organizer.” The 
date on this transfer card is March 1, 1939. 

Kindly look at this transfer card which I display to you and tell 
this committee, while you are under oath, whether or not you are the 
Mike Samuels—you used the name Mike Samuels—and whether or 
not you aflixed the signature “Mike Samuels” to that Communist 
Party transfer card. 

(A document was handed to the witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. SternperG. May I look at Exhibit 1? 

Mr. Arens. Exhibit 1? 

Mr. Srernserc. Yes. 

Mr. Moutper. The record will show the witness and his counsel are 
examining the document—— 

Mr. Sternperc. Yes, that is so, sir. 

Mr. Moutper. —referred to by counsel. 

Mr. Karzen. Mr. Chairman, I must refuse to answer that question 
on the grounds which I shall, if I may, with your 2 ag eae sir, cite 
in capsule form as essentially those which I cited before, to wit: 

On the grounds that the first amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States is the guarantee for every American citizen that 
Congress shall pass no law abridging freedom of speech, freedom of 
the press, rs a of religion, freedom of the right peaceably to 
assemble, freedom of citizens peaceably to address petitions to their 
Government for redress of grievances ; 

On the further grounds that the authorizing resolution of this 
committee is sufficiently vague and tenuous as to permit of so wide a 
variety of interpretations as to be in effect without meaning, that the 
specific jurisdiction of this committee for the purpose of conducting 
this inquiry is consequently vague. 
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Mr. JouHansen. May I su , Witness, this is a pretty large cap- 
was on the previous grounds. These are obvious dilatory tactics. 

Mr. Movuwper. You can, of course, decline to answer and claim 
the very same reasons previously stated. It might expedite the pro- 
ceedings. But, on the other hand, we want to give you the privilege. 

Mr. Karzen. Sir, that was my offer, and gta on my prior 
— I did answer that way, but that on the question before that 

answered once more at length, lest there be any misunderstanding 
concerning precisely what these grounds are. 

Mr. Moutper. You claim all of the reasons? 

Mr. Katzen. Show for the record that I am willing, sir, to let it go. 

Mr. Movutper. You are declining to answer for all of the reasons 
previously stated ? 

Mr. Karzen. Yes. 

Mr. Movtper. Any one and all. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that the exhibit 
I displayed to the witness be appropriately marked and incorpor- 
ated by reference in the record. 

Mr. Movutper. Yes; it is so ordered. 

(Document marked “Katzen Exhibit No. 1” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Arens. How long have you been employed at your present 
occupation ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Katzen. Mr. Chairman, I submit that this question is most 
clearly an invasion of my privacy. I, therefore, refuse to answer on 
the grounds that the first amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States serves as a guarantee for every citizen that Congress 
shall pass no law abridging the right of the people of the United 
States to the freedom of press, freedom of religion, freedom of speech, 
freedom of assembly, and freedom to petition their Government for 
a redress of grievances. 

I further refuse to answer this question on the grounds that this 
question is most closely related to the lack of specificity and clarity 
in the authorizing resolution under which this committee operates. 

Further than this, I am refusing to answer on the ground of lack 
of relevancy between this question and the today publicly stated 
purpose of this inquiry and the lack of relevancy lednei questions 
put to me and that purpose. 

Lastly, I am declining to answer on the ground that under the 
fifth amendment to the Constitution of the United States I may not 
be compelled to become a witness against myself. 

Mr. Arens. Now, sir, I display to you a thermofax reproduction 
of the announcement of the Chicago Workers School, South Side 
Branch, in which certain classes are scheduled and in which the 
professors, the instructors, are listed. On Wednesday according to 
this schedule of classes of the South Side Branch, a number of persons 
are listed here as the professors and on Thursday there is to be an 
“Institute on General Crisis of Capitalism,” and the teacher there, 
the instructor, is Leon Katzen. 

Kindly look at this document which I display to you now and tell 
this committee whether or not that refreshes your recollection and 
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whether or not you are the Leon Katzen who was the instructor at 
the Chicago Workers School ? 

(A document was handed to the witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Mouvper. Let the record show that witness and his counsel 
are examining the document referred to by committee counsel. 

Mr. Katzen. Mr. Chairman, among the many grounds which I 
have cited for my refusal to answer earlier questions, was one which 
I shall be very happy to repeat and that is the lack of pertinency 
and relevancy. 

If my glasses are properly shined up, it appears to me that this or 
the original of this was published 10 years ago. I cannot see how 
even if this were in fact a facsimile reproduction of an original which 
in fact did exist, how it could somily have any pertinency or rele- 
vancy either to this hearing or to me. 

Secondly, I see nothing about the identification of a workers school 
which would, in fact, establish that such a workers school existed. I 
understand that there are printing processes whereby these things 
can be reproduced in wholesale without any date or any type of copy 
on them. 

However, further than this, I should like to state as my original 
grounds for refusing to answer this question, those which I have al- 
ready in addition cited, that is, in addition to the one concerning the 
lack of relevancy and pertinency. 

(Document marked “Katzen Exhibit No. 2” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Arens. Do you presently, this instant, have information re- 
specting the techniques, strategy, and operation of the Communist 
conspiracy in the greater Chicago area ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Moutper. Let us proceed. Do you wish to decline to answer 
that question ¢ 

~Mr. Katzen. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry. Either I have lost the 
question or I have—— 

Mr. Moutper. There is a question pending. 

Mr. Katzen. Was the last a question on the part of —— 

Mr. Arens. Yes. The question is, do you, this instant, have in- 
formation respecting the operation in the greater Chicago area pres- 
ently of the Communist Party and the Communist conspiratorial 
operation ? 

Mr. Karzen. Sir, I must refuse to answer that question on the 
grounds that it tends to violate the guarantees provided by the first 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States. I must fur- 
ther refuse to answer this question on the grounds that it flows from 
the general, nebulous procedure employed in a tenuous resolution 
upon which this committee has been functioning, which is so lacking 
in boundary and clarity as to be meaningless and unanswerable; on 
the grounds of lack of relevancy and pertinency; and on the grounds 
that there is a lack of specific jurisdiction on the part of this commit- 
tee; and lastly on the evounds that the Constitution of the United 
States in its fifth amendment provides me the privilege of refusing 
to become a witness against myself. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will con- 
clude the staff interrogation of this witness. 
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Mr. Movutper. I do not want to prolong the hearing. I should 
have asked this in the beginning. We did not have the opportunity to 
go into this matter because your immediate reaction to any question 
was with a preconceived or determined intention of not answering any 
questions. But I do not believe these questions were asked of you, 
and I am sure the committee would like to know. Do you reside here 
in Chicago? 

Mr. Karzen. Sir, the record already bears, I believe, my earlier 
statement in answer to the question of Mr. Arens, that I am a resi- 
dent of the city of Chicago. 

Mr. Moutper. Were you born and reared here ? 

Mr. Karzen. Sir, I must refuse to answer that question upon ex- 
actly the same grounds upon which I refused to answer all other 
questions. 

Mr. Moutper. Any questions, Mr. Willis? 

Any questions, Mr. Johansen ? 

The committee will recess until 2 o’clock. 

(Subcommittee members present: Representatives Moulder, Wil- 
lis, and Johansen.) 

(Whereupon, the subcommittee recessed at 12:15 p.m., to recon- 
vene at 2 p.m. of the same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION, TUESDAY, MAY 5, 1959 


Mr. Moutper. The committee will come to order. 

(Subcommittee members present: Representatives Moulder, Willis, 
and Johansen.) 

Mr. Movutper. Mr. Arens, the staff director for the committee, will 
call the next witness, please. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Richard Criley, please come forward. Please re- 
main standing while the chairman administers an oath. 

Mr. Movtper. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony which you 
are about to give before this subcommittee will be the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Critey. I so swear. 


TESTIMONY OF RICHARD CRILEY, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
IRVING G. STEINBERG 


Mr. Arens. Kindly identify yourself by name, residence, and oc- 
cupation. 


ues r. Critey. Richard Criley, 709 South Spaulding Street, Chicago 


Mr. Arens. And your occupation, please, sir? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Critey. My ancestor, Childs Corey, died in Salem, Massachu- 
setts, in the year 1692, a victim of the Salem witch hunt. Mr. Arens, 
I think you can understand if my family has a long aversion to witch 
hunts of any kind and also if it is an article of faith in my family to 
believe in the Bill of Rights, I cannot in conscience encourage a 
further erosion of the Bill of Rights by answering your question. 

Mr. Movtper. The witness is directed to answer the question. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
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Mr. Critey. I am consulting with counsel, sir. It is irrelevant. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Moutper. The question is, What is your occupation ? 

Mr. Critey. First of all, in refusing to answer that question, I want 
to give my reasons for so refusing. A subpena was issued to me on 
April 30. I was not given a copy of the rules of this committee nor 
any statement of the legislative purpose of this committee. I believe, 
therefore, that that subpena is invalid and in view of this I am not 
obligated to answer any questions of the committee. 

Further, I believe that my being called here and the question asked 
me is a violation of my rights under the first amendment which states 
that Congress may make no laws abridging freedom of religion, free- 
dom of speech, press, assembly, or the right to petition the Govern- 
ment for redress of grievances. 

Third, this committee lacks what might be called a legal mandate to 
pcg as was pointed out in the Watkins decision of the Supreme 

urt. 

The Constitution of the United States, Article I, states that the job 
of Congress is to legislate. Article II states that the job of the Ex- 
ecutive is assigned to the President. Article IIT states that the job 
of the Judiciary is assigned to the Supreme Court and inferior Fed- 
eral courts. 

The mandate of this committee is so general as to be meaningless 
in the words of Supreme Court Justice Earl Warren. It think it is 
clear that the meaning of “un-American” is subject to all manner of 
interpretation. 

Mr. Truman on April 30 in a lecture before Columbia University 
stated that the most un-American thing in the United States is the 
House Un-American Activities Committee. If one were to accept 
Mr. Truman’s construction of the word “un-American,” then this 
committee would properly be investigating itself. 

I am sure that you gentlemen place a different construction upon 
the word. But I state this only to illustrate the fact that legally one 
can have no clear idea as to what is intended by “un-American ac- 
tivities” and that there is, therefore, no legal mandate from the Con- 
gress of the United States to this committee to conduct this hearing. 

Further, I would like to ask Mr. Arens for a copy of the statement 
which he has introduced, I believe, into the record of this hearing 
with the previous witness. 

Mr. Arens. We will supply that to you right now. It is being 
supplied to you right now. 

(A document was handed to the witness. ) 

Mr. Arens. Does that complete your answer, sir? 

Mr. Critey. It does not complete my answer. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly proceed. 

Mr. Critey. I am sorry. I was asking for Exhibit 1. I received 
a copy of the statement of purposes of the committee. Needless to 
say, I have had no opportunity to read this statement. 

I would like to ask Mr. Arens again if I may have what has been 
introduced into this hearing as Exhibit 1. 

Mr. Arens. At an appropriate time we are going to display that 
to you. 

Would you please answer the question ? 
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Mr. Cruzer. I would like to have that statement because it has the 
bearing on the heart of the legal reason I am going to give for my 
refusal to answer your question. I again request that Mr. Arens give 
me a copy of Exhibit 1. 

Mr. Arens. At an appropriate time I am going to display it to 
you, if you will kindly answer the question now as to your occupation. 

Mr. Crier. Mr. Chairman, my legal defense is based upon that 
document, and I request that you instruct Mr. Arens to let me have 
a copy of the document. 

Mr. Arens. We will interrupt your train of thought, if you do not 
mind, to present this to you. 

(A document was handed to the witness. ) 

Mr. Critey. Mr. Arens, I am stating my legal reasons for refusing 
to answer your question. 

Mr. Movutper. Just a minute. This is an introductory question 
asked you. You have given your name. The next question was to 
state your occupation. You conferred with your attorney, who sits 
beside you, and advised with him, and now you have made a long 
argument to state much of which is no valid reason whatsoever for 
declining to answer the question. But we have been very tolerant in 
giving you plenty of time. Now you are directed to answer the ques- 
tion. You have refused and declined to answer it. 

. Mr. Arens, proceed with the next question. 

_ Mr. Critey. Mr. Moulder, may I state for the record of this hearing 
that I have been cut off and have been prevented from stating my 
legal reasons for refusing io answer the question which I was under 
direction 

Mr. Movunper. You are making a vexatious delay and dilatory argu- 
ment and statement. 

Proceed with the next question. 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Criley, you are represented by counsel in this 
proceeding today ? 

Mr. Critey. Yes, I am represented by counsel. 

a, Annas. Counsel, would you kindly identify yourself on this 
recora 
_ Mr. Srernserc. My name is Irving G. Steinberg, 180 West Wash- 
ington. 

Ir. Arens. Mr. Criley, you said a few moments ago you were 
vigorously opposed to witch hunts; is that correct ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Critey. Yes. I said I was opposed to witch hunts of all kinds. 

Mr. Arens. Have you taken a position with reference to witch 
hunting or characterized the present proceedings as witch hunting? 
ee hearings here today, have you characterized those as witch 

unting ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

_ Mr, Critey. I am going to decline to answer that. question first of 
all on the basis that the question itself has no valid legislative pur- 
pose in connection with any purpose which this committee may have. 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest the wit- 
ness be ordered and directed to answer that question or to invoke his 
constitutional privileges for the reason that he instigated this line 


of inquiry by protesting what he has characterized as witch hunts. 
(The witness confe with his counsel.) 
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Mr. Movutper. Yes. The witness is directed to answer the question 
in order to test your good faith in claiming the reason which you 
stated for declining to answer the question. 

Mr. Critey. May I ask that that question be reread by the clerk? 

Mr. Arens. I will give you the essence of the question. Have you 
taken a position in the recent past, characterizing the instant pro- 
ceedings here before this committee now as witch hunts # 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Critey. I am going to decline to answer that question, first of 
all, on the grounds that I believe that this question, in particular, 
is a direct violation of my rights under the first amendment to free- 
dom of speech; secondly, that this committee lacks a valid mandate; 
thirdly, for a reason that the subpena and the calling of me is not 
pertinent to the purposes of this investigation, as I will show that 
this question itself has no pertinency or relevancy to a subject of legis- 
lation before this committee. And I would like to explain to the 
committee why my being called here is precisely a violation of what 
Mr. Justice Warren in the Watkins decision said may not be done. 

Mr. Moutper. Proceed with the next question. Now wait—— 

Mr. Critey. Mr. Warren: 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Criley, I display to you—— 

Mr. Critry. May I say for the recor 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Criley, you have invoked your reasons here. 

Mr. Critxy. Ihavenot. My reasons—— 

Mr. Arens. I lay before you an original document which has been 
identified on this record as a document distributed by the Chicago 
Committee to Defend Democratic Rights, the executive secretary of 
which is listed on the document as Richard Criley. The document 
itself proclaims that these instant proceedings are witch hunts and 
questions the motives of the committee and attacks the committee. 

Would you kindly look at this document and tell this committee 
now, while you are under oath, in view of your adamant position 
against witch hunts whether or not you are the Richard Criley whose 
name appears here as the executive secretary of the Chicago Commit- 
tee to Defend Democratic Rights? 

(A document was handed to the witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Movtper. Let the record show that the committee counsel 
handed the document referred to, to the witness and the witness then, 
in turn, is examining the document. 

Mr. Critey. May I call to the attention of the committee that on 
two occasions I have attempted to state my legal reasons for declining 
to answer previous questions and that in both instances I have been 
stopped from presenting my legal reasons for not answering the ques- 
tions. And I want to make sure that this is a matter of the record 
of this committee hearing. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly answer the question? Are you the 
Richard Criley who is listed here on this document as executive secre- 
tary of the Chicago Committee to Defend Democratic Rights? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Critey. I should like to read this letter around which appar- 


ently a number of questions 
r. ARENS. Would you kindly answer the question ? 


41635—59——4 
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Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest the witness be admonished to 
answer the question. It is clear that the question is a pertinent ques- 
tion, is a eee question, is within the scope of inquiry of this com- 
mittee, and the witness has yet to give us a direct answer. 

Mr. Critey. I have not yet been given the opportunity to cite my 
legal rights for refusing to answer and these are very relevant to this 
document, Exhibit 1, which I asked for previously. 

Now, may I state my legal reasons for not answering the question 
just asked me by counsel and be permitted to give my legal reasons 
for so doing ? 

Mr. Mouper. Yes, you have that right. But let us not be dilatory 
or proceed to harass the committee and try to prevent a situation of 
vexatious delay of our proceedings. You can decline to answer by 
giving valid reasons for not answering. 

Mr. Critey. Mr. Moulder, I am not a lawyer. I came here by your 
invitation, not mine. I am stating to the very level best of my ability 
what I believe are valid, legal reasons for not answering this com- 
mittee. 

Now if I may be permitted to proceed, I want to read this letter 
because it is of cardinal importance to me that this be into the court 
record, because my statement hinges upon the contents of this letter. 

Mr. Movutper. Wait just a minute. If you answer the question, 
identify the document, then read the letter. Is that your signature? 
Are you the person referred to on the document? If you so identify 
it, read it. 

( The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Critey. I will identify the signature on this document as my 
signature. 

Mr. Mourper. All right. Then read the document. 

Mr. Arens. Are you the executive secretar 

Mr. Critry. I was instructed by the chairman, Mr. Arens, that I 
may read the document. 

Mr. Mouxper. Let him read the document after he identified it. He 
said he signed it. I think that is fair enough. 

Mr. Critry. The head of this document reads: “Chicago Commit- 
tee To Defend Democratic Rights. Legislative Bulletin.” 

Headline: “House Un-American Activities Committee, Chicago 
Hearing, Set for May 5-6.” 


The Un-Americans are at it again! Two groups of Chicago unionists have 
been subpoenaed to appear before it on May 5 and 6. They include members 
and former members of the United Packinghouse Workers of America and of 
Local #113 (Tool and Die) of the International Association of Machinists. 
Additional unionists may still be called at a later date. 

It is clear that the House Un-American Activities Committee hearing is a 
direct intervention into the internal affairs of labor. 

The House Committee (whose general mandate to function was questioned 
by the U.S. Supreme Court) has no specific authorization from Congress to 
conduct such a hearing as that scheduled here. It is evident, also, that there 
ean be no legitimate legislative purpose for this hearing. On both counts, 
the entire hearing is patently illegal, on the basis of the Supreme Court decision 
in the Watkins case which stated that the Committee has no right to expose 
“for sake of exposure.” 

Chairman Walter’s public statement that the hearing is for the purpose of 
“investigating subversive infiltration” into defense industries is camouflage for 
a flagrant attack on unions and the constitutional rights of American workers. 
It will be recalled that the last “labor investigation” of the Committee in this 
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area was in 1952 when it was timed to disrupt the strike of International 
Harvester workers and the negotiations for a new contract in the meat packing 
industry. 

The House Committee has just completed a witch-hunt against labor in the 
Pittsburgh area. In February in Los Angeles under guise of investigating 
“legal subversion,” it unfolded an attack on defense attorneys in civil liberties 
cases, and on the constitutional right to be represented by counsel. In Atlanta, 
Georgia, last year, the Committee was denounced by over 200 prominent Negro 
leaders in the South for “trying to attach the ‘subversive’ label to any liberal 
white Southerner who dares to raise his voice in support of our democratic 
ideals.” 

The recent actions of the House Un-American Activities Committee are the 
most potent argument for its abolition, and the cutting off of all further 
appropriations. (For 1959, it has already been voted $327,000 by the House of 
Representatives. ) 

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR ACTION 


1. Write your Congressman to support the bill introduced by Representative 
James Rooseyelt to abolish the House. Un-American Activities Committee. 

2. See and judge for yourself by attending the hearings on May 5 and 6 at the 
Federal Building (Old Post Office), Clark and Adams Sts. 


Sincerely yours, 
Leon Katzen, Chairman 
Richard Criley, Executive Secretary 

Mr. Arens. He has not completed yet. 

Mr. Critey. There is a note on the bottom “PS: We depend on your 
contributions.” I think that was relevant to the point I wanted to 
make. 

(Document previously marked “Nelson Exhibit No. 1” also appears 
on p. 521.) 

Mr. Movutper. Just one moment. Speaking for myself and the 
members of the committee, we want to make the record clear here and 
now that our committee is not endeavoring to investigate or meddle in 
union organizations as such. 

I have, for my record in Congress, almost a 100 percent voting record 
for organized labor, and I am enthusiastic and strong for organized 
labor and its objectives and its rights. But we are interested in find- 
ing out how the Communists are trying to dominate and destroy organ- 
ized labor wherever they may be attempting to do so. That is one of 
the purposes, one of the objectives of our hearings here in Chicago. 

Mr. Critry. May I continue my legal reasons for refusal to answer ? 
You are finished, Mr. Chairman, yes? 

Mr. Moutper. Proceed. 

Mr. Critey. I would like to submit in evidence four slips. They 
are statements of mailing matter for permit mail from the Chicago 
post office. First one is dated April 14, 1959, and records that 3,100 
pieces of mail were mailed on that date. The second one, dated April 
15, records 1,500 pieces of mail were mailed on that date. The third is 
dated April 16 and records that 1,115 pieces were mailed on that date. 
The fourth is April 17 and records that. 1,800 pieces of mail were 
mailed on that date. I would like to submit this as an exhibit before 
the committee, if I may. 

Now, the relevance of this is precisely the following: I was served 
with a subpena. 

Mr. Movtper. What is the question pending ? 

Mr. Critey. Iam giving legal reason for not answering. 

Mr. Arens. The pending question is whether he is the executive 
secretary of the Chicago Pasualiaas To Defend Democratic Rights. 


552 COMMUNIST INFILTRATION OF VITAL INDUSTRIES—CHICAGO 


I was under the impression he said a few minutes ago this was his 
signature as executive secretary. So he has answered the question. 
r. Moutper. Proceed with the next question. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know Mr. Leon Katzen, chairman of the group 
of which you are executive secretary ? 

Mr. Critry. May I again call to the attention of the chairman that 
I was still attempting to cite the legal reasons for refusal to answer 
— the very first question in this hearing that I did not answer, 
and—— 

Mr. Moutper. What question was that ? 

Mr. Critey. The first question I did not answer was my occupation. 
I was never given an opportunity to give my legal reasons of refusing 
to answer that question. This was what I was attempting to do when 
Mr. Arens interrupted me. 

Mr. Mourprr. You spent 10 minutes on that and were getting ready 
to read at great — a Supreme Court decision which is out of 
order in these proceedings or hearings. 

Mr. Critey. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Criley, did you prepare this document which you 
have just read ? 

Mr. Critzy. May I state it takes me 15 minutes to state my legal 
ground. I am possibly putting at stake a year of my life and I 
believe I must be entitled to fully state my legal grounds why I am 
refusing. May I continue where i left off? 

Mr. Arens. You satisfied the committee on your answer. We are 
thoroughly satisfied. 

Mr. Critey. I am not satisfied in my answer because in the record 
I have not yet stated my legal reasons for not answering the first two 
questions which I did not answer. 

Mr. Movtper. We are not going to permit you to make a big, long 
speech before this committee. 

Mr. Arens. Did you prepare the document, from which you just 
read, of the Chicago Committee to Defend Democratic Rights? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Crirey. To save some time, I have not been directed to answer 
that question, so I am not answering. 

Mr. Movtper. All right. You are now hereby directed to answer 
the question. 

Mr. Critey. I am not going to answer that question and I would 
like to continue my discussion to give my legal reasons as to why I 
am not answering. I pointed out that these slips, with the dates 
running from April 14 to 17, represent the mailing of approximately 
8,000 copies of this leaflet to which my signature is affixed. I was 
served on April 30 with a subpena dated April 24. This subpena 
is at least 4 weeks after all of the other subpenas were served. Only 
two subpenas were served, to the best of my knowledge, or were issued 
after the end of the month of March. 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Criley—— 

Mr. Critey. I am not—— 

Mr. Mourpver. That isn’t responsive to the question as a reason for 
refusing to answer at all. 

Mr. Critey. I wish to say and these are grounds that are very 
clearly borne out in the Watkins decision, Mr. Chairman, because I 
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wish to explain why I am contending that my subpena is a complete 
afterthought to the purpose of this committee, which was announced 
as being an investigation in certain industrial areas. I have no con- 
nection with such areas and have not had any experience as an active 
unionist for a period of over 12 years, and I wish to point out—— 

Mr. Moutper. You are being argumentative, that is all. 

Proceed, Mr. Arens. 

Mr. Arens. I suggest now I make a brief statement as to pertinence 
so there will be no question on this record as to the pertinency of 
these questions. 

Mr. Criley, as announced by the chairman of this committee, this 
committee is in Chicago for the purpose of developing factual ma- 
terial on current Communist techniques and activities, including, but 
not limited to, the Communist penetration of the meatpacking indus- 
try. A man this morning took an oath, laid his liberty on the line, 
and said that while he was a member of the Communist conspira- 
torial apparatus, he knew you, sir, as a member of the Communist 
Party. e have information, sir, that you are now, and have been 
in the recent past, a hard-core member of the Communist conspiracy, 
doing work of that. conspiracy designed to overthrow the Constitu- 
tion which you have been invoking here today; that you have been 
part of this deadly apparatus, which is designed to destroy liberty 
and freedom on this continent. 

Therefore, sir, with that information in the possession of this com- 
mittee, the committee directed that a subpena be served upon you so 
that you could be interrogated. We hoped that certain information 
could be developed on this record—by direction, and if not by direc- 


tion, by indirection—so that this committee could take this informa- 
tion back to Washington, D.C., together with other information it 
is collecting in other parts of the United States respecting this con- 
spiratorial — so that it might legislate to protect this country 


against the Communist conspiracy of which we understand you are 
now, this instant, an integral part. 

Now, sir, would you kindly answer this question? Are you now, 
this moment, a member of the Communist Party ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Critey. I would again like to point out for the committee 
record that I have not yet been given an opportunity to summarize 
the legal reasons why I have refused to answer certain questions, and 
I believe that these are my rights before the committee. I am being 
cut off. My train of thought is being interrupted. I have almost no 
idea as to what legal rights I have been able to state before the com- 
mittee at the present time. And I would like to ask leave of this 
committee to finish my statement, which will not be a lengthy one, but 
which I believe is absolutely essential and is my right as an American 
citizen to so state before this committee. 

Mr. Movutper. You have heard the question propounded by counsel. 
You are directed to answer the question. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Arens. The question is, Are you now, this minute, a member 
of the Communist Party ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
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Mr. Crixy. Mr. Chairman, I am going to refuse to answer that 
question for the legal reasons that the question is a violation of my 
right under the first amendment; for the reason that the mandate of 
this committee is not a legal one; for the reason that my subpena 
is not a valid one, that I was called before this committee in almost 
the identical fashion cited by the Supreme Court which said: “Inves- 
tigations conducted solely for the personal aggrandizement of the 
investigators or to punish those investigated are indefensible.” 

I have attempted to show that my subpena, together with that of 
one other person who was on the stand here, is a complete exception 
to all other subpenas that were issued; that the subpena was for the 
expressed purpose of punishing someone who issued a statement criti- 
cal of this committee; that, therefore, the committee does not have 
the legal right to ask me these questions, since the purpose of the 
committee is not that of legislation as outlined by the Constitution, 
but one of harassing and attempting to punish a critic of this 
committee. 

I wish to also state here that all of these things I have cited flow 
from the due process clause of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know a man by the name of Carl Nelson? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly answer the question? Sir, do you 
know a man by the name of Car! Nelson ? 

Mr. Critey. May I consult with counsel ? 

Mr. Moutper. Yes. 

Mr. Critry. Mr. Chairman, am I instructed to answer that question ? 

Mr. Movtper. You are directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Critey. I am going to refuse to answer that question on the 
grounds that the question is entirely irrelevant, and I believe the word 
is “is not pertinent” to the legislative purposes of this committee; 
for the reasons also that it is a violation of my rights under the first 
amendment; for the additional reason that the committee’s mandate 
to function is not a legal one; for the additional reason that the sub- 
penaing of me was both not done in a legal manner and was not done to 
further a legitimate, legislative purpose by this committee; for the 
reason that I think I stated, that the question is not germane or perti- 
nent to legislation; for the additional reason that the committee is not 
a legal committee, because functioning with the committee, for in- 
stance, is a Mr. Willis who, under the fourteenth and thirteenth 
amendment, is not constitutionally elected to office in view of the well 
known denial of the rights to vote by the Negro citizens of his State. 
For those reasons I am going to refuse to answer the question. 

Mr. Wits. Let me say, Mr. Chairman, I am not replying to the 
witness. I am not asking him a question. I do not want to engage in 
a discussion with him. But in my district, the people I am sent to 
Washington to represent, the eight parishes that I represent, every- 
one who is entitled to vote, does vote, under identical and similar 
circumstances. 

Mr. Arens. This morning Mr. Carl Nelson took an oath before 
this committee and stated that he served in the Communist Party 
for a number of years; that the Communist Party is now a greater 
menace than ever before; that it consists of trained, hard-core agents 
of a foreign power on American soil. While he was under oath, sub- 
jecting himself to prosecution for perjury if he stated a falsehood, 
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he stated that he knew you, to a certainty, as a member of the Com- 
munist Party. 

We would like to afford you now an opportunity to deny that iden- 
tification, if you please, sir. 

Mr. Critey. I believe—— 

Mr. Arens. Do you care to avail yourself of that opportunity ? 

Mr. Critey. I believe Mr. Nelson’s statement was that he left the 
Communist Party some 15 years or more ago. And I would like to 
state that it seems to me that any such testimony is so remote as to 
be completely irrelevant to any present purposes of legislation before 
Congress at the present time. 

Mr. Moutperr. I don’t believe that is correct. I believe you have 
misunderstood his testimony. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Criley, ie you know a man by the name of Louis 
Rosser? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Crirxy. Am I directed to answer that question ? 

Mr. Moutper. Yes, you are directed to answer that question. 

Mr. Critey. I shall refuse to answer the question because the ques- 
tion is totally remote, has no pertinence whatsoever to any legislative 
purpose that this committee may have; for the reason that the com- 
mittee itself in subpenaing me has no relationship between my testi- 
mony and the testimony of other witnesses who seemingly have some 
relationship to what was stated to have been the purpose of these com- 
mittee hearings. For the reason of my rights of freedom of speech, 
freedom of assembly, freedom of press, and freedom to petition the 
Government for redress of grievances under the first amendment; and 
for all other reasons which I have stated, and, by the way, all of these 
as they relate to the due process clause of the fifth amendment, I am 
refusing to answer that question. 

Mr. Moutper. Mr. Arens, may I interrupt at this point to ask the 
witness this question: Do you have any knowledge or information 
concerning the activities of any person which you deem to be subver- 
sive or which endangers our internal security in the United States? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Critey. Mr. Chairman, in my opinion there are some people who 
are seriously endangering the security of the United States. At the 
moment I would place at Number 1 certain of the generals and other 
people who are conducting a diplomacy backed by the threat to destroy 
the entire world with atomic weapons. I would also state that the 
democratic and constitutional Government of the United States today 
faces a very serious threat, flowing as it does from certain groups and 
includes highly influential persons who are attempting to undertake a 
campaign of pressure of legislative action and other things to, so to 
speak, curb and get the powers of the United States Supreme Court, 
which have been exercised as perhaps the most important single 
guarantee that the Bill of Rights written into the United States 
Constitution shall remain as our guiding light in democratic gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. Movurper. All right. Do you have any information concerning 
the activities of any Communist Party members whose actions and 
activities endanger, or might endanger, the internal security of the 
United States? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
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Mr. Movtper. And I might add our American way of life and our 
constitutional form of government. 4 

Mr. Critey. Mr. Chairman, I know of no such people endangering 
the American way of life. 

Mr. Moutper. You don’t know of any Communists? 

Mr. Critey. You are asking—and let me make sure I understand the 
question—if I know any Communists who in my opinion are endanger- 
ing the American way of life and subverting the American democratic 
system, shall wesay? My answer is no. 

Mr. Movtprr. That you do not know. , 

Mr. Critey. I do not know any such people who are endangering 
the American way of life or subverting the American democratic 
process. 

Mr. Movtper. That is, any such people who are members of the 
Communist Party. That was my question. 

Mr. Critey. That is correct. Of course you are consulting me in 
terms of what my opinion is. 

Mr. Moutper. Yes. 

Mr. Critey. And this is my honest opinion, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Movutper. I am asking if you have any information which you 
might give us of Communist Party members’ activities which would 
endanger our American way of life, our internal security, or whose 
activities would be subversive. You say you do not know? 

Mr. Critey. No, I do not. 

Mr. Moutper. All right. Now, then, do you know any Communist 
Party members who are active in any way in the upholding of the 
American way of life or our democracy or our Bill of Rights that 
you have referred to? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Critry. Mr. Chairman, if I knew of such cases where there were 
Communists’ activity in upholding, let us say, the Bill of Rights and 
the American way of life, clearly such activities are legal and are 
legally protected by the Bill of Rights, and therefore I cannot see 
that the question bears any relevance to the legislative purpose of this 
committee. 

Mr. Moutprer. Then the last question is, Do you know of any Com- 
munists, active Communist Party members in the Chicago area? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Critey. Mr. Chairman, I believe again that this question moves 
into an area which invades the guarantees of the first amendment, 
guaranteeing freedom of assembly, freedom of speech, freedom of 
press, and the right to petition for—the microphone is off. 

Mr. Moutper. Do you have any information concerning the objec- 
tives of Communist Party activities and infiltration of Communist 
Party propaganda in labor unions within the area of Chicago? 

Mr. Crizey. I didn’t finish. 

Mr. Movrper. I am asking do you have any such information, do 
you know about it ? 

Mr. Critry. The microphone is dead, Mr. Chairman, and in the 
course of it, I am afraid I missed the key part of your question, but I 
would like to state for the record that I did not complete my previous 
answer and this disturbed me a bit so that I didn’t follow the second 
question that you asked me. 
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Mr. Mouxper. The second question 

Mr. Critey. The question you just asked me, sir. 

Mr. Moutper. The second question I just asked you—now, you un- 
derstand these questions and you know what we are asking—was 
whether you have any information concerning Communist infiltra- 
tion and Communist Party activities in any labor union within the 
Chicago area. What we are trying to find out particularly at this 
hearing is the activities and the work of the Communist Party to in- 
filtrate and dominate and destroy organized labor in the Chicago area. 
Now, do you have any such information ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Critey. Iam sorry,sir. It seems to me that there were several 
different questions involved in one. 

Mr. Moutper. Just a very simple question. Do you have any knowl- 
edge or information concerning Communist Party activities in their 
efforts to infiltrate and dominate a labor union, any labor union, in 
the Chicago area ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Movutper. That requires just a simple yes or no answer. 

Mr. Critey. Shall I proceed without the microphone ? 

Mr. Movtper. You do know or don’t know. 

Mr. Critey. Should I proceed without the microphone? It is off. 

Mr. Chairman, the question may be clear and yet there is involved 
a question of what we might call semantics, because the word in- 
filtrate, like the word American or un-American, is subject to a multi- 
tude of interpretations. 

Mr. Mover. All right. Let us make it simple, then. Leave out 
infiltration. I think you understand what I mean. Then I will ask 
you if you have any knowledge or information whatsoever concerning 
Communist Party leaders, Communists, in other words, any informa- 
tion concerning their efforts to dominate and control the functions of 
any labor union in the Chicago area. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Critey. Mr. Chairman, I am bothered by this thing. 

Mr. Movtper. We can hear you clear enough. The reporter can 
hear you. First, it just calls for a very simple answer, yes or no, and 
then we will proceed from there. 

Mr. Critey. Mr. Chairman, it isn’t so simple because I cannot in 
conscience answer that question because, in my opinion, it is a vague 
question, a question that does not have a clear, latileagia purpose. 

Mr. Movuuper. Let’s proceed, Mr. Arens, with the next question. 

Mr. “ween Mr. Criley, have you been an author in the course of your 
career 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

(Representative Moulder left the hearing room.) 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly answer the question ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Wits (presiding). What is the pending question ? 

Mr. Crirey. I believe the question was asked of you, Mr. Arens. 
What is the pending question ? 

Mr. Arens. The pending question is, Have you ever been an author 
in the course of your career ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 


558 COMMUNIST INFILTRATION OF VITAL INDUSTRIES—CHICAGO 


Mr. Critey. Will the record show, by the way, that Mr. Moulder has 
left and that the Chair has been taken by Mr. Willis and that one of 
the members of the subcommittee is absent ? 

Mr. Jomansen. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that the Chair direct the 
witness to answer the question and that the instructions to the re- 
porter be given by the Chair. 

Mr. Wixuts. I must order you to answer the question. 

Mr. Critey. I must refuse, sir, to answer that question, first of all, 
because I cannot see any conceivable relationship between whether 
or not I have been an author. 

Mr. Arens. Let us hesitate. I will display to you an exhibit. 

Mr. Critzy. And the legislative purpose of this committee, I also 
wish to cite a fact that this is, I think, a clear-cut invasion of my right 
under the first amendment to freedom of the press, in other words, to 
write and publish as I so choose. I cannot see how this can, by any 
stretch of the imagination, be made a proper subject matter for a 
question to guide the committee for the purposes of making or seeing 
about the execution of laws. 

Mr. Wuuis. You properly invoked your right. 

Mr. Critey. I would also— 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Criley, you have been identified by a live 
witness under oath before this committee as a member of the Com- 
munist Party. I have in my hand now a document “Inform or Else.” 
The document says, “This pamphlet was written for the James Keller 
Defense Committee by Richard L. Criley.” 

For the purpose of ascertaining what your activities may have been 
in the dissemination and preparation of Communist propaganda, so 
that this committee can adequtaely appraise the administration and 
operation of the Internal Security Act of 1950, which undertakes to 
cope with Communists and Communist propaganda, I now lay before 
you this document and ask you whether or not you are the Richard L. 
Criley who prepared the document entitled “Inform or Else.” 

(Document handed the witness.) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Crinry. Mr. Arens, may I have a glass of water? If the micro- 
phone is not working it is a little harder on my voice. 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir; you surely may. 

Mr. Critey. And counsel would like a glass of water, too. 

Mr. Arens. Now, would you kindly answer the question ? 

Mr. Critry. Mr. Chairman, this pamphlet that has been brought to 
my attention signed by Richard L. Criley, deals with the supervisory 
parole phase of the Walter-McCarran law. The pamphlet was highly 
critical of this law, which by coincidence is a piece of legislation very 
dear to the chairman of this committee, Mr. Francis Walter. And I 
point to the very question as illustrating the validity of my refusal to 
answer previous questions, in that the entire calling of me on this 
witness stand becomes more and more clearly an act of harassment, be- 
cause I have been a critic of this committee, of the Walter-McCarran 
law, and other things which Mr. Francis Walter does not agree with 
me. 

I am, therefore, going to be compelled to refuse to answer the ques- 
tion on the grounds that the questions are being not asked for a legis- 
lative purpose at all, but are clearly intended as a harassment and 
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punishment of a critic of this committee and of Mr. Walter, and for 
all of the other reasons which I have cited before which I will gladly 
repeat Hf there is any question of the court record. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I insist that the record be clear on one 
point. 

Are you, in bm fe to the question which is last outstanding re- 
specting your authorship of this pamphlet, invoking that part of the 
fifth amendment to the Constitution of the United States which gives 
you the privilege of declining to give testimony which might be used 
to incriminate yourself ? 

Mr. Crirey. Mr. Arens, I think I stated quite clearly before—but 
I shall gladly repeat it again—that I am invoking the due process 
clause of the fifth amendment as it relates to the several different 
grounds that I have given before for refusal to answer, all of which 
rt based upon the Watkins decision of the United States Supreme 

/ourt. 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest, so that 
this record may be abundantly clear, that the witness not having in- 
voked that part of the Constitution which gives him the privilege not 
to give testimony which can be used against himself in a criminal 
proceeding now be ordered to answer the question. 

Mr. Wixuts. I order you to answer the question, and I will tell you 
why. I disagree with the constitutional grounds that you referred to. 
I do not want to debate on it. I am bound as chairman under court 
decisions to indicate our disagreement. Now, you have not, as coun- 
sel pointed out, invoked the provisions of the fifth amendment with 
regard to giving testimony that might tend to incriminate you. As I 
understand it, you have not invoked that, is that correct ? 

Mr. Critey. Mr. Willis, you are correct; and as a leader of the Civil 
Liberties organization, I also want to make it clear that it is not the 
purpose of debate with the views on constitutionality of the committee, 
but rather my desire to try to make the record clear as to what con- 
stitutional grounds upon which I am standing in my refusal to an- 
ewer these questions. I would therefore like to have your permission 
to, as briefly and concisely as possible, state them again. Because of 
the many interruptions before, I am not surt how clearly I outlined 
them and, not being a lawyer, do not know if I cited all the grounds. 

Mr. Wixuts. You stated them so clearly that both counsel and I got 
the point. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that the docu- 
ment which I have displayed to this witness, entitled “Inform. or 
Else,” in which it says, “This pamphlet was written for the James 
Keller Defense Committee by Richard L. Criley,” be appropriately 
marked and be incorporated by reference in this record so that this 
committee, when it returns to Washington with this fund of informa- 
tion, will be able to pursue its legislative objectives in undertaking to 
appraise the administration and operation of the Internal Security 
Act, the Communist Control Act, the Foreign Agents Registration 
Act, and other legislation on the books dealing specifically with Com- 
munist propaganda. 

Mr. Wituts. The document will be so marked. 

(Document marked “Criley Exhibit No. 1” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 
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Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will conclude 
the staff interrogation of this witness. 

Mr. Wits. The witness is excused. 

We will take a 5-minute recess. 

(Subcommittee members present, Representatives Willis and Johan- 
sen.) 

Mr. Moutper. Call your next witness, Mr. Arens. 

Mr. Arens. Leslie Orear, please come forward and remain standing 
while the chairman administers the oath. 

(Mr. Johansen entered the hearing room.) 

(Subcommittee members present: Representatives Moulder, Willis, 
and Johansen. ) 

Mr. Movutper. Do you solemnly swear the testimony you are about 
to give before this subcommittee will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. ey I do, Mr. Congressman. 

Mr. Movutper. Be seated. 


TESTIMONY OF LESLIE OREAR, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
BELFORD V. LAWSON, JR. 


Mr. Arens. Kindly identify yourself by name, residence, and occu- 
ation. 
Mr. Orear. My name is Leslie Orear. I live at 10931 Hermosa 
Avenue, Chicago, Ill. I am an employee of the United Packinghouse 
Workers of America in the capacity of director of its department of 
publications. 
Mr. Arens. Mr. Orear, you are appearing today in response to a 
subpena which was served upon you by this committee ? 
Mr. Orear. I am. 
Mr. Arens. And you are represented by counsel ? 
Mr. Orear. I am. 
Mr. Arens. Counsel, kindly identify yourself. 
Mr. Lawson. Iam Belford Lawson, Washington, D.C. 
Mr. Arens. Mr. Orear, how long have you maintained your present 
position ¢ 
Mr. Orear. Precisely since January 1957. 
Mr. Arens. And what are your duties ? 
Mr. Orear. I am the editor of the national publication of this union. 
Mr. Arens. And the name of it, please, sir ? 
Mr. Orear. Is The Packinghouse Worker. . 
Mr. Arens. And what was your occupation immediately prior to 
your present occupation ? 
Mr. Orrar. What would “immediately prior” be—you mean just 
before I assumed that title ? 
Mr. Arens. Just before you assumed this job in 1957 as director of 
publications of United Packinghouse Workers. 
Mr. Orear. I was acting in the capacity of editor of The Packing- 
house Worker. 
Mr. Arens. Over what period of time did you hold that. position ¢ 
Mr. Orear. Since approximately October 1953. 
Mr. Arens. And what was your position prior to that ? 
Mr. Orear. I was an international representative of the union. 
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Mr. Arens. And for what period of time did you serve in that 


r. Orear. If we may use the thing loosely I have been a representa- 
tive of the union since October 1938. We will come to the point. 

Mr. Arens. Give us, if you please, sir, just a word about your per- 
sonal life. When and where were you born ? 

Mr. Orear. I was born May 11, 1911 in Marshall, Missouri. 

Mr. Arens. And give usa word about your education. 

Mr. Orear. I have been educated in the city of Chicago, and for 2 
years at the University of Wisconsin. 

Mr. Arens. When did you complete your formal education ? 

Mr. Orear. This would be 1931. 

Mr. Arens. And what occupation were you engaged in between 1931 
and 1938 when you became an international representative of the 
UPWA? 

Mr. Orear. I was an employee of Armour Co. 

Mr. Arens. In what capacity, please ? 

Mr. Orear. A laborer. 

Mr. Arens. Where? 

Mr. Orear. Chicago, Ill. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Orear, are you now, or have you ever been, a mem- 
ber of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Orear. I must decline to answer that question on the grounds 
that to answer it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Orear. I am not, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Have you been a member of the Communist Party any 
time in the course of the last 5 years? 

Mr. Orear. I must—oh, last 5 years, what date would that be? 

Mr. Arens. Five years ago, 1954. 

Mr. Orear. The answer—— 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Orrar. No, I have not been a member of the Communist Party 
since 1954. 

Mr. Arens. Yes. 

Mr. Orrar. No indeed. 

“ Mr. — Did you resign technical membership in the Communist 
art 

Mr. Orear. I decline to answer this question on the grounds to do 
so may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever signed a non-Communist affidavit ? 

Mr. Orear. No, sir; I have not. 

Mr. Arens. Do you knowa man by the name of Car! Nelson ? 

Mr. Orear. Yes, I do know Carl Nelson. 

Mr. Arens. Carl Nelson testified this morning that while he was 
a member of the Communist Party he knew you as a member of the 
Communist Party. Was he in error or was he telling the truth? 

Mr. Orear. I decline to answer this question on the grounds it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

~ Arens. Were you a member of the Communist Party 6 years 
Orear. The precise date, 1953? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Orear. I was not a member of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Arens. Were youa member of the Communist Party in 1952? 

Mr. Orear. No, sir; I was not. 

Mr. Arens. Were youa member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Orrar. Check. If you specify what period of time you are 
speaking of. 

Mr. Arens. In 1952, during any time, were you a member of the 
Communist Party / 

Mr. Orear. At this point I will assert the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Have you broken with the Communist Party? 

Mr. Orear. I decline to answer the question, sir, on the grounds 
that it may tend to incriminate me. Not being very clear what the 
question is. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now against the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Orear. Yes, [havea strong antipathy to the Communist Party. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know persons presently in the Chicago area 
who, to your certain knowledge, in 1952 were members of the Com- 
munist Party? 

Mr. Orear. I may ask you to rephrase the question; restate the 
question. 

Mr. Arens. Do you now know the names of persons who live and 
operate in the Chicago area who, to your certain knowledge, were 
members of the Communist Party in 1952? 

Mr. Orear. I decline to answer the question on the grounds that 
to do so may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will con- 
clude the staff interrogation of this witness. 

Mr. Moutper. Any questions, Mr. Willis? 

Mr. No questions. 

Mr. JoHANsEN. No questions. 

Mr. Moviper. We thank the witness and the counsel for the ap- 
a before the committee, and I commend you for your straight- 

orward conduct and response to the questions that were propounded 
to you. 

Mr. Orrar. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Movctprr. Next witness. 

Mr. Arens. Next witness, if you please, Mr. Chairman, will be Mr. 
Leon Beverly. 

Will you remain standing while the chairman administers an oath. 

Mr. Movtper. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony whieh 
you are about to give before this committee will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God # 

Mr. Brverry. I do. 

Mr. Moutper. Be seated. 


TESTIMONY OF LEON BEVERLY, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
BELFORD V. LAWSON, JR. 


Mr. Arens. Kindly identify yourself by name, residence, and 
occupation. 

Mr. Beverty. Leon Beverly, 1807 South Harding. I am now field 
representative for United Packinghouse Workers. 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today in response to a subpena which 
was served upon you by this committee / 
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Mr. Bevery. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. And you are represented by counsel ? 

Mr. Beverty. I am. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, kindly identify yourself. 

Mr. Lawson. Belford V. Law son, Washington, D.C. 

Mr. Mouwper. I didn’t understand the witness’ name. 

Mr. Breverty. Leon Beverly. 

Mr. Moutper. How do you spell that ¢ 

Mr. Beverty. L-e-o-n b-e-v-e-r-l-y. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Beverly, how long have you maintained your pres- 
ent job? 

Mr. Beverty. August. 

Mr. Arens. In what capacity again ? 

Mr. Beverry. Field representative. 

Mr. Arens. Where are you located / 

Mr. Beverty. 4859 South Wabash. 

Mr. Arens. What was your employment immediately prior to your 
present employment ? 

Mr. Bevery. Full time president of Local 347. 

Mr. Arens. 347 of what ? 

Mr. Breverty. United Packinghouse Workers. 

Mr. Arens. Over what per iod of time did you have that job? ? 

Mr. Breverty. From 1951 up to January of this year. 

Mr. Arens. What was your employment immediately prior to that ? 

Mr. Beverty. Armour Co. 

Mr. Arens. Over what period of time were you employed at Ar- 
mour & Co, ¢ 

Mr. Breverty. 1937. Iam still on leave from Armour Co. 

Mr. Arens. In what capacity were you employed there ? 

Mr. Beverty. Laborer. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now, or have you ever been, a member of the 
Communist Party / 

Mr. Beverty. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Arens. Why ? 

Mr. Brverty. Based on my previous understanding of the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Do you honestly apprehend that if you told this com- 
mittee truthfully whether or not you have ever been a member of the 
Communist Party, you would be supplyi ing information that might be 
used against you In a criminal proceeding? 

(T he witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Bevery. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Beverty. No. 

Mr. Arens. Have you resigned technical membership in the Com- 
munist Party so that you could deny membership in the Communist 
Party, yet maintain yourself in the Communist operation ? 

Mr. Beverty. I decline to answer that question based on my rights 
under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know a man by the name of Carl Nelson ? 

Mr. Beverty. Sure. 

Mr. Arens. Carl Nelson took an oath this morning and said that 
while he was a member of the Communist Party he knew you as a 
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member of the Communist Party. Was he in error or was he telling 
the truth? 

Mr. Bevery. I decline to answer that question based on my rights 
under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Do you presently have information of ia who, in 
the recent past, have been members of the Communist Party active in 
the Chicago area ? 

Mr. Bevery. I don’t understand your question. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have information now, are you presently pos- 
sessed of information respecting persons who are, or in recent past 
have been, members of the Communist Party in the Chicago area? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Beverty. I have no knowledge. I have no knowledge, sir, to 
my recollection. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know persons who have been members of the 
Communist Party in the Chicago area ? 

Mr. Beverty. I refuse to answer that question based on my rights 
under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully submit that will conclude 
the staff interrogation of this witness. 

Mr. Moutper. Just a moment, please. Mr. Willis, any questions? 

Mr. No. 

Mr. JoHansEN. No questions. 

Mr. Movtper. I also want to commend you and counsel in the 
manner in which you appear before this committee, not that I approve 
or disapprove of your responses to the —- but you certainly 
have made no effort to delay the proceedings by dilatory speeches and 
statements. 

I also want to say this: That during more than 10 years I have 
served as a member of this committee—and I am sure the other mem- 
bers will concur with me—in spite of the greatest concentrated effort 
on the part of the Communist Party leadership on the Negro race, 
they have had, I would say, a minimum success, if any, and as far as 
our proceedings in hearings have revealed, have had no success what- 
soever in influencing your great race of people. 

Mr. Lawson. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Arens. Next witness, if you please, Mr. Chairman, will be Mr. 
Samuel J. Parks, Jr. 

Kindly come forward and remain standing while the chairman 
administers an oath to you. 

Mr. Moctper. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony which you 
are about to give before this committee will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Parss. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF SAMUEL J. PARKS, JR., ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
BELFORD V. LAWSON, JR. 


Mr. Arens. Kindly identify yourself by name, residence, and occu- 
pation. 

Mr. Parks. Before you ask any questions there is one question I 
want toknow. Ireceivedthissubpena. Hereitis. Also I am losing 
money by being here. 
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Mr. Movutper. Iam glad you bring that point up. 

Mr. Parks. Let me finish. I got my car over in the garage. Been 
there since 10 o’clock, and they do not charge lightly over there for it. 
You know I just can’t afford financial —— for sitting here losing 
money and then got to pay out money, you know, to be here. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly answer the question ? 

Mr. Parks. No, I would like to know am I going to be remunerated 
for being here. That is my question. 

Mr. Arens. Would you please answer the question ? 

Mr. Mourper. Wait a minute. We should have announced at the 
end of the testimony of each and every witness who has appeared 
before the committee that they can claim witness fees and should si 
the vouchers for their attendance and the witness fees, as provided - 
law, after the completion of their testimony. 

Mr. Parks. Thank you. 

Mr. Movutper. I don’t know who on the staff is attending to that. 

Mr. Parks. I will be around to see the gentlemen when I get 
through. 

Mr. Moutper. Yes, that is right. 

Mr. Arens. Please identify yourself by name, residence, and occu- 
pation. 

Mr. Parks. My name is Samuel J. Parks, Jr., 614 East 62d Street. 
I am the operator of a service station. 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today in response to a subpena which 
was served upon you by this committee / 

Mr. Parks. I didn’t get what you said, 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today in response to a subpena ? 

Mr. Parks. This subpena, yes. 

Mr. Arens. You are represented by counsel ? 

Mr. Parks. Iam. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, kindly identify yourself. 

Mr. Lawson. Belford Lawson, Washington, D.C. 

Mr. Arens. How long have you been engaged at the gas station ? 

Mr. Parks. April 1957. 

a Arens. What was your employment immediately prior to 
that 

Mr. Parks. Director of the Anti-Discrimination Department, 
UPW, AFL-CIO, District 1. 

Mr. Arens. How long did you occupy that position ? 

Mr. Parks. For around 3 years. 

Mr. Arens. What was your occupation immediately prior to that 
occupation ? 

Mr. Parks. Secretary-treasurer of District No. 1. 

Mr. Arens. Of what? 

Mr. Parks. UPW, AFL-CIO. 

Mr. Arens. How long did you occupy that position ? 

Mr. Parks. Around 4 years. 

Mr. Movtper. How long? 

Mr. Parks. Around 4 or 5 years. It has been so long ago. I don’t 
know approximately. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been a candidate for public office? 

Mr. Parks. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds it may 
tend to incriminate me. 
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Mr. Arens. I lay before you now a thermofax reproduction of a 
leaflet or flyer, “Sam Parks for Congress,” and ask you whether or not 
the facts recited there respecting your candidacy for Congress are 
true and correct. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Parks. What is your question relative to that again? 

Mr. Arens. Are the facts recited in this document which I have 
just displayed to you, this leaflet respecting the candidacy of Sam 

arks for Congress; are those facts correct 

Mr. Parks. I refuse to answer that question for the same reasons 
T have just stated. 

(Document marked “Parks Exhibit No. 1” and retained in commit- 
tee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Were you a member of the Communist Party when you 
ran for Congress on the Progressive Party ticket 

Mr. Parks. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now, or have you ever been, a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Parks. I refuse to answer that question on the same basis. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Parks. I am not a member of the Communist Party. 

‘s Mr. Arens. Have you ever been a member of the Communist 
arty ¢ 

Mr. Parks. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. Did you resign technical membership in the Commu- 
nist Party so you could take an oath and deny current membership 
in the Communist Party and stay within the Communist Party 
operation 

Mr. Pars. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully submit that will con- 
clude the staff interrogation of this witness. 

Mr. Movutper. Any questions, Mr. Willis? 

Mr. Wits. No. 

Mr. JoHansen. No. 

Mr. Movuwper. Call your next witness, Mr. Arens. 

Mr. Arens. The next witness, if you please, Mr. Chairman, will 
be Mr. Jack Souther. Will you please come forward ? 

Mr. Moviper. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are 
about to give before the committee will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Souruer. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JACK SOUTHER, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
BELFORD V. LAWSON, JR. 


Mr. Arens. Please identify yourself by name, residence, and oc- 
cupation 

Mr. Soutuer. Jack Souther, 5214 South Springfield Avenue. I 
am secretary-treasurer of District 1, United Packinghouse Workers 
of America, AFL-CIO. 


COMMUNIST INFILTRATION OF VITAL INDUSTRIES—CHICAGO 567 


Mr. Arens. You are appearing today in response to a subpena which 
was served upon you? 

Mr. Sourner. I am. 

Mr. Arens. And you are represented by counsel ? 

Mr. Soutuer. I am. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, kindly identify yourself. 

Mr. Lawson. Belford V. ton. Washington, D.C. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Souther, how long have you maintained your pres- 
ent job with United Packinghouse Workers of America? 

r. SourHer. Since 1952. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now, or have you ever been, a member of the 
Communist Party? 

Mr. Souruer, I refuse to answer that question. It might tend to 
incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Carl Nelson testified this morning that while he 
was a member of the Communist Party a number of people resigned 
technical membership in the Communist Party, but stayed within 
the Communist Party operation as Communists so that they could 
deny present technical membership in the Communist Party if they 
were ever confronted with the question on that score. Did you re- 
sign technical membership in the Communist Party but maintain 
yourself in the Communist Party operation ? 

Mr. Soutuer. I refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Nelson said he knew you as a member of the 
Communist Party. Was he in error on that identification, or was he 
telling the truth: 

Mr. Soutuer. I refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully submit that will con- 
clude the staff interrogation of this witness. 

Mr. Wuus. Mr. Counsel, you should divide your general question 
for this witness. I think, unless I misunderstand you, you said “Are 
you now, or have you ever been.” Divide the question. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Sourner. No. 
ae Have you ever been a member of the Communist 

arty ¢ 

Mi. Souter. I refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Arens. Did you resign technical membership in the Com- 
munist Party but maintain yourself in the Communist operation ? 

Mr. Sovtner. I refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Arens. If you gave a truthful answer to that question would 
you be giving us information which might be used against you in a 
criminal proceeding ¢ 

Mr. Sourner. I refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully submit that will con- 
clude the staff interrogation of this witness. 

Mr. Mourper. I understand you decline to answer the last ques- 
tions that have been propounded to you for the first reason previ- 
ously stated, namely, that you claim the protection, your privilege 
under the Constitution in declining to answer, is that right, Mr. 
Lawson ? 

Mr. Lawson. That is right. 

Mr. Sourner. That is right. 


568 COMMUNIST INFILTRATION OF VITAL INDUSTRIES—CHICAGO 


Mr. Movutper. All right. 

Mr. Sovurner. No; I did not refuse to denounce my membership 
now. 

Mr. Moutper. Yes; you answered that. You denied present mem- 
bership in the Communist Party. 

Mr. Souruer. I am not now a member. 

Mr. Movtper. Right. We understand. 

Claim the witness fee by signing the voucher. 

Mr. Arens. The next witness, if you please, Mr. Chairman, will be 
Gloria Wailes. 

Please come forward. 

Mr. Movuper. Please raise your right hand and be sworn. Do you 
solemnly swear the testimony you are about to give before the com- 
mittee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, 
so help you God ? 

Mrs. Wargs. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF GLORIA WAILES, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
BELFORD V. LAWSON, JR. 


Mr. Arens. Please identify yourself by name, residence, and occu- 
pation. 

Mrs. Wares. I am Mrs. Gloria Wailes and I reside at 6922 South 
Prairie Avenue and I am a secretary. 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today in response to a subpena 
which was served upon you by this committee / 

Mrs. Watters. Yes; I am. 

Mr. Arens. And you are represented by counsel ? 

Mrs. Wares. Yes; I am. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, kindly identify yourself on this record ¢ 

Mr. Lawson. Belford V. Lawson, Washington, D.C. 

Mr. Arens. Where are you employed, Mrs. Wailes? 

Mrs. Wares. [ am employed as a secretary at the international 
oflice of the United Packinghouse Workers of America. 

Mr. Arens. How long have you been so employed ¢ 

Mrs. Wares. ‘Three and a half years. 

Mr. Arens. What was your employment immediately prior to your 
present employment ¢ 

Mrs. Waites. Secretary to Local No. 25 of the United Packinghouse 
Workers of America. 

Mr. Arens. Located in Chicago? 

Mrs. Waites. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Over what period of time were you so employed ? 

Mrs. [ive years, 

Mr. Arens. And what was your occupation prior to that? 
_ Mrs. Wautes. I refuse to answer that question. It might tend to 
incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now, or have you ever been, a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Waites. Would you clarify yourself? 

Mr. Arens. Yes. Are you now, or have you ever been, a member of 
the Communist Party ¢ 

Mrs. Wares. I am not a member of the Communist Party. 
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Mr. Argns. Have you ever been a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Waixes. I refuse to answer that question. It might tend to 
incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. Did you resign technical membership in the Communist 
Party but maintain yourself in the Communist operation so that you 
could take an oath and deny current, present membership in-a formal 
entity known as the Communist Party ¢ 

Mrs. Watters. Would you please clarify yourself ? 

Mr. Arens. Did you resign technical membership in the Commu- 
nist Party but maintain yourself in the Communist operation 

Mrs. Waters. I refuse to answer that question on the basis it might 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Carl Nelson took an oath this morning and testified 
respecting the technique and strategy and tactics, in the recent past, 
being used by the Communist conspiracy whereby the comrades resign 
technical membership in a formal entity known as the Communist 
Party and maintain themselves in the Communist Party operation. 
He likewise testified that while he was a member of the formal entity 
known as the Communist Party he knew you as a member of the 
Communist Party. 

Was he in error in that identification, or was he telling the truth? 

Mrs. Watts. What is your specific question ? 

Mr. Arens. Was he in error when he identified you as a person 
who was known to him to be a member of the Communist Party ¢ 

(The witness conferred with counsel. ) 

Mrs. Waites. I refuse to answer that question on the basis of the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Do you presently have information respecting persons 
who, in the recent past, to your certain knowledge have been members 
of the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Waites. I have no knowledge. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know ie who have been members of the 
Communist Party / 

Mrs. Waiters. I refuse to answer that question and I have consti- 
tutional right. 

Mr. Arens. Why do you refuse to answer that question ? 

Mrs. Waivers. Fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Why do you refuse to answer that question ? 

Mrs. Wares. Because under constitutional rights which I also 
have, even though I am a Negro; I refuse to answer that question on 
the basis of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully, submit that will con- 
clude the staff interrogation of this witness. 

Mr. Moutper. Any questions, Mr. Willis? 

Mr. Wits. No. 

Mr. Moutper. Any questions Mr. Johansen ? 

Mr. JoHansen. No. 

Mr. Moutper. I want to ask one or two questions. 

Mrs. Watters. Sorry I can’t hear you. 
nn: Movutper. I want to ask one or two questions of you, Mrs. 

ailes. 

I understood you to say you are not now a member of the Com- 
munist Party. 
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Mrs. Watts. No, sir. 

Mr. Movutprr. And you have no association or connection with any 
of the Communist Party activities, is that correct ? 

Mrs. Waites. That is correct. 

Mr. Movutper. You are engaged now working where? 

Mrs. Wars. A secretary. 

Mr. Movutper. As a secretary ? 

Mrs. Waites. Yes. 

Mr. Moutper. Are you married ? 

Mrs. Watters. Yes, I am. 

Mr. Movtprr. Now I want to say this to in that your being sub- 
penaed before the committee within itself, by itself, does not carry 
with it any reflection or any questions as to your loyalty or patriotic 
loyalty as an American citizen whatsoever, and I have every reason 
to hope that you are. 

You are excused as a witness and you may claim your witness fee. 

Mrs. Wates. Thank you. 

Mr. Arens. Joseph Zabritski, please come forward and remain 
standing while the chairman administers an oath. 

Mr. Movtprr. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are 
about to give before this committee will be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Zaprirskt. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH ZABRITSKI, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
BELFORD V. LAWSON, JR. 


Mr. Arens. Kindly identify yourself by name, residence, and 
occupation 

Mr. Zasritski. Joseph Zabritski, 4315 South Spaulding; I am a 
plumber. 

Mr. Arens. You are 5 ram today in response to a subpena 


which was served upon you by the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities ? 

Mr. Zapritski. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. And you are represented by counsel 

Mr. Zapritski. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, kindly identify yourself. 

Mr. Lawson. Belford V. Lawson, Washington, D.C. 

Mr. Arens. Where are you employed, Mr. Zabritski ? 

Mr. Zapritskt. I am employed at the Hawthorne Plumbing Co. 

Mr. Arens. How long have you been so employed ? 

Mr. Zapritskt. A little over 2 years. 

Mr. Arens. What was your employment immediately prior to your 
present employment ? 

Mr. Zaprirskt. Oh, I have jobs off and on ever since I left Wilson 
& Co. in 1955. 

Mr. Arens. Where were you employed ? 

Mr. Zasritskt. I had several jobs since then. 

Mr. Arens. Give us the basic jobs that you held prior to your 
present job, the principal employments. 

Mr. Zaprirskt. Well, I worked for—Oh, I don’t know the names 
of all these companies. A little place on the North Side just on the 
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other side of Chicago Avenue. I worked there about 2 months. And 
I worked for the old plant of Miller & Hart there for about 2 months 
and then before that I was working for the Local 25. 

Mr. Arens. Local 25 of what? 

Mr. Zapritskr. United Packinghouse Workers of America. 

Mr. Arens. Were you ever president of Local 25 ¢ 

Mr. Zapritski Yes, sir; I was. 

Mr. Arens. Over what period of time were you president of 
Local 25? 

Mr. Zaprirskt. I think around—I think around 1953, 1954, and 
1955. 

Mr. Arens. Did you ever sign a non-Communist affidavit? 

Mr. Zapritskt. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. Arens. When 

Mr. Zasrirskt. Oh, I guess right when it first became the law of 
the land. 

Mr. Arens. Was that in 1948? 

_Mr. Zasritski. That is when it became the law of the land; yes, 
sir. 

Mr. Arens. Did you ever resign from the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Zapritskt. I take the fifth amendment, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now, or have you ever been, a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Zaprirskt. I take the fifth amendment, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now? 

Mr. Movutper. As suggested by the gentleman from Louisiana, 
please divide that question. Give the witness an opportunity to 
answer. 

Mr. Arens. I was about to do that. 

Are you now a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Zaprirskr. No, sir; I am not. 

Mr. Arens. Did you resign technical membership in the Communist 
Party but maintain yourself in the Communist operation ? 

Mr. Zapritskt. I take the fifth amendment, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know a man by the name of Carl Nelson? 

Mr. Zapritskt. I take the fifth amendment, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Nelson testified this morning that during his career 
in the Communist Party a number of persons resigned technical mem- 
bership in the Communist Party but maintained themselves in the 
Communist operations, and he testified further that while he was a 
member of the formal entity known as the Communist Party he knew 
you, sir, as a member of the Communist Party. Was he in error in 
that testimony, or was he correct ? 

Mr. Zapritskt. I take the fifth amendment, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully submit that will conclude 
the staff interrogation of this witness. 

Mr. Moutper. Any questions, Mr. Willis ? 

Mr. Wits. Counsel, did you ask him the direct question whether 
he resigned technical membership in order to have the benefit of the 
invocation of the constitutional privilege ? 

Mr. Arens. I asked him that question. 

Mr. Wits. For the record I think those questions are very im- 
portant from my point of view and should be answered under oath. 
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Mr. Arens. I did ask him the question which you just repeated Mr. 
Willis, and he invoked the constitutional privilege in response to it. 

Mr. Jouansen. I believe you testified that you did on occasion sign 
a loyalty oath ? 

Mr. Zaprirski. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Movunper. A non-Communist affidavit. 

Mr. JoHaNnsen. A non-Communist oath ? 

Mr. Zapritski. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JoHANSEN. Were you at the instant you signed that non-Com- 
munist oath a member of the Communist Party / 

Mr. Zarritski. No, sir. 

Mr. Mouuper. May I ask you, going on farther so that the record 
may be clear: When was the ailidavit signed, in what year ¢ 

Mr. Zarritski. That will be the first year that it became the law, 
I don’t remember when it was. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Moutper. More than several years ago, in other words ? 

Mr. Zarritski. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Movuper. Since that time have you contributed any dues or 
made any contributions to any cell in the Communist Party or any 
Communist Party activities / 

Mr. Zapritskt. Since the time of 

Mr. Mover. Since 1948 or since you signed that affidavit that you 
referred to? 

Mr. Zasrirskt. Not that I know of. 

Mr. Mouper. That is the question and I want to make the record 
clear for your own protection so it will have the proper reflection upon 
you. 

During all that period of time, you have not in any way-associated 
yourself by participating in any Communist Party affairs; is that 
correct 

Mr. Zasrirskt. I just been trying to make a living so I could support 
my family, that is about all. 

Mr. Mouxper. Insofar as you realize or know, you have not since 
that time, in any way, associated with any activity of the Communist 
Party 

Mr. Zasrirski. No, sir. 

Mr. Moutprr. The witness is excused. 

You may claim your witness fees with Mr. Collins by signing a 
voucher, and Mr. Lawson I would suggest the other witnesses who 
haven't signed the vouchers should see Mr. Collins about it. 

Mr. Arens. We have no further witnesses for today, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Moutprr. The committee will recess until 10 o’clock tomorrow. 

(Whereupon, at 3:40 p.m., Tuesday, May 5, the subcommittee ad- 
journed to reconvene at 10 a.m., Wednesday, May 6, 1959.) 


COMMUNIST INFILTRATION OF VITAL INDUSTRIES 
AND CURRENT COMMUNIST TECHNIQUES IN THE 
CHICAGO, ILL., AREA 


WEDNESDAY, MAY 6, 1959 


Untrep Srares House or 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE 
Commitree ON Un-American ACTIVITIES, 
Chicago, Jil. 
PUBLIC HEARINGS 


The subcommittee of the Committee on Un-American Activities 
met, pursuant to recess, at 10:15 a.m., in courtroom 209, United 
States Courthouse, 219 South Clark Street, Chicago, Ill., Hon. Mor- 
gan M. Moulder (subcommittee chairman) presiding. 

Subcommittee members present: Representatives Morgan M. 
Moulder of Missouri, Edwin E. Willis of Louisiana and August E. 
Johansen of Michigan. 

Staff members present: Richard Arens, staff director, and Ray- 
mond T. Collins, investigator. 

Mr. Moutper. The committee will be in order. 

I have received a telegram from Mr. Ralph Helstein, president 
of the United Packinghouse Workers AFL-CIO, wherein he states 
that Mr. Jesse Prosten has not been hiding out from the committee 
somewhere in the southeast trying to avoid service of a subpena, that 
he is in St. Paul and that he resents much, during the course of the 
hearings, the statement that he is hiding out, that he has secured per- 
mission to return to Chicago on Wednesday, May 6, and that he will 
—o as a witness to appear in the hearings on Thursday, 

ay 7. 

Call our next witness, Mr. Arens. 

Mr. Arens. Mr, John Fiackney, kindly come forward. 

Please remain standing while the chairman administers an oath. 

Mr. Movccprr. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are 
about to give before this committee will be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Hackney. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JOHN R. HACKNEY 


Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, if you would be good enough to bear 
with us for a few seconds while this microphone system is being ad- 
justed. 

Mr. Movtper. Sure. 
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Mr. Arens. Kindly identify yourself by name, residence, and oc- 
cupation. 

Mr. Hackney. My name is John R. Hackney. I live at 7337 
Calumet, Chicago. Bes employed as an international representative 
for the Amalgamated Meat Cutters and Butcher Workmen of North 
America, AFL-CIO. 

Mr. Arens. How long have you occupied that position ? 

Mr. Hackney. Since March 24, 1952. 

Mr. Arens. Give us a word, please, sir, respecting previous oc- 
cupations you have had since you reached adulthood, just the princi- 
pal previous occupations. 

Mr. Hackney. Previous occupations were—— 

Mr. Movutper. The committee will stand in recess for a period of 
10 minutes or until such time as the microphone can be adjusted. 

(Committee members present: Representatives Moulder, Willis, and 
Johansen. ) 

A brief recess. ) 

FGcanltes members present : Representatives Moulder, Willis, and 
Johansen. ) 

Mr. Moutper. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. ARENs. You were, as we suspended a moment ago, in the process 
of giving the principal occupations which you have had since you 
reached adulthood. Would you kindly proceed ? 

Mr. Hackney. I would say in 1925 I started to work with Swift 
& Company. In 1931 I went over to the G. H. Hammond plant and 
worked there until the United Packinghouse Workers conducted a 
campaign to organize the plant, in which I took an active part in the 


campaign and subsequently became the president of that local, Local 
26 


I took a leave of absence at the request of the district director to take 
a job as a field representative for the United Packinghouse Workers, 
approximately in the year 1944 or 1943 and remained in that position 
until August 1948. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Hackney, have you ever been a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Hackney. Yes, I was a member of the Communist Party ap- 
proximately from 1942 to 1948. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Hackney, why did you join the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Hackney. Well, I was led to believe that the Communist Party 
was the spearhead of the rights of the Negro people. 

Mr. Arens. The record cannot reflect it. You are a member of the 
Negro race, is that correct ? 

Mr. Hackney. Correct. 

Mr. Arens. Would you proceed to tell us why you broke with the 
Communist Party ? 
Mr. Hackney. I found that they were misleading myself and my 
eople in regards to conducting campaigns for purposes of making the 

a people believe that they were pioneering the fight for their 

rights. 

r. Arens. I expect to interrogate you at length in a few moments 
os the details of your membership in the Communist Party 
and undertake to solicit from you considerable information respecting 
Communist operations. I want, if you please, first, however, in order 


COMMUNIST INFILTRATION OF VITAL INDUSTRIES—CHICAGO 575 


to place your testimony in perspective to ask you a few general 
questions. 

You told us that you were in the meat industry, in the packing- 
house industry during the course of most of your adult life? 

Mr. Hackney. Since I was 17 years old. 

Mr. Arens. Does the Communist operation in the greater Chica 
area covet, seek to penetrate—is it in a position of penetration in the 
meat industry ¢ 

Mr. Hackney. It is now and always has been. 

Mr. Arens. Why? 

Mr. Hackney. Because the party felt that the meat industry was 
essential to the national economy and it was important that they 
build the party within the meat industry in the event that we had war 
with other nations, that we could control the meat industry and its 
various outlets. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Hackney, based upon your extensive experience in 
the Communist Party, how serious is the Communist operation in the 
greater Chicago area on the basis of your most current information ? 

Mr. Hackney. From my most current information and my ex- 
perience in my activity in the party I would say that the party is 
stronger now in the meat industry than it ever has been. 

Mr. Arens. The Communist Party as a formal entity has been re- 
duced in size, has it not ? 

Mr. Hackney. It has been reduced in size because of, well, there 
are some people that they consider not good party material that 
couldn’t serve the purpose of the party i they were removed from 


office one way or other, from position in the party, from membership 


in the party. 

Mr. Arens. Is there a distinction in your mind based upon your 
experience in the Communist Party between a person who is a member 
of the formal entity known as the Communist Party and a person who 
is a Communist in the Communist operation but who, for reasons of 
the conspiracy, is not a formal member of the entity known as the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Hackney. The distinction between an ordinary member and a 
genuine Communist is that a member is just an ordinary member 
where, in my opinion, a Communist is a ee and operates in leader- 
ship of the union. 

Mr. Arens. Are there any persons in the conspiracy as Communists 
who have resigned technical membership in the formal entity known 
as the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Hackney. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Now, yesterday, and I am using this only from the 
standpoint of a simple illustration for the record which we are makin 
today, yesterday we heard witnesses, some of whom had been identifi 
as members of the Communist Party. When they appeared before 
this committee they said in effect that they were not then members of 
the Communist Party. When I asked them if they resigned technical 
membership in the formal entity known as the Communist Party in 
order to maintain themselves in the Communist operation, they re- 
fused to give us responses. 

Do you have any recommendations, based upon your background 
and information, which could establish a criterion or test that can be 
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applied to determine whether or not a person who has resigned from 
re tlh membership in the formal entity known as the Communist 
Party is, in truth and in fact, out of the conspiracy ? 

Mr. Hackney. In my opinion if a person has resigned completely 
from the Communist Party he would come before this committee and 
he would say so and he would testify, the same as I am, and as far as 
experience I have had with members of the Communist Party resigning 
for technical reasons, I can cite you one particular case that comes in 
my mind and that was in the 1948 convention here in the city of 
Chicago. 

There was a caucus meeting held of top party officials and for the 
purpose of deciding who was to resign from the party because of the 
refusal to sign the Taft-Hartley oath and in one particular case there 
was Meyer Stern, the district director of District 6 in New ber 
whom I knew to be a member of the party, and to my surprise 
learned that he had resigned from the party the night before the elec- 
tion of officers took place and that he was now eligible to run for office 
and be reelected a district director of District 6 because he was now 
not a member of the party and free to sign a non-Communist affidavit. 

Mr. Arens. Did he maintain himself for all intents and purposes as 
an active member of the conspiracy ? 

Mr. Hackney. Yes. 

Mr. Movtper. Just to correct the record, Mr. Arens, I hope I am 
not too technical. 

But do you know from your own personal knowledge that that 
reasoning and application of the reasoning that Mr. Arens has stated, 


applies to the witnesses who testified here yesterday ? 


The reference was made to those witnesses and I wonder if you know 
of your own personal knowledge anything about them in that respect? 

Mr. Hackney. Most of them signed the affidavit after I left. 

Mr. Movutper. Then you don’t know of your own personal knowledge 
that they are still active or associated with the Communist Party’s 
philosophy and activities ? 

Mr. Hackney. No;I don’t. No. 

Mr. Movtper. Isee. 

Mr. Arens. As of the time you left the Communist Party, how 
intensive was the Communist penetration of the packinghouse in- 
industry in the greater Chicago area ? 

Mr. Hacxney. In the greater Chicago area most of the local unions 
and the international] positions in this organization were held by mem- 
bers that I know who have been members of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Arens. Before we get into the details of your participation in 
the Communist movement, I should like to ask you if, since you have 
broken from the Communist Party, you have been a consultant, a 
witness for the United States Government in certain proceedings? 

Mr. Hackney. Yes; I have. 

_Mr. Arens. In other words, the Government of the United States 
via the Justice Department and the Immigration and Naturalization 
Service and other agencies have availed themselves of your services 
in a public capacity giving the Government information respecting 
the operation of the conspiracy; is that correct ? 

Mr. Hackney. That is correct. 

_ Mr. Arens. Now, kindly tell us, if you please, where and when you 
joined the Communist Party. 
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Mr. Hackney. Well, I signed the card at the district headquarters 
of the UPWA. At that time it was located at 4758 South Marshfield. 
I remained in until—during the 1948 strike, up until that time. Some- 
time during 1947 I began to see through the conspiracy to mislead the 
people of the industry and particularly Negro people and I became 
fed up with it and I think that they suspected that I was becoming 
inactive and after the 1948 strike I received a letter from President 
Helstein that my services were no longer required because of the 
—— strain that was on the international in regards to the 1948 
strike. 

It was necessary to cut the staff at this time. And that I was one 

of those that had left the plant on a leave of absence, that I would be 
requested to go back to the plant, maintain myself until at such time 
the international saw fit to again increase its staff I would be given 
consideration. 
_ However, when they did increase its staff I was replaced by a man 
from United Electrical Workers Union and I had left the party and 
apparently for that reason I wasn’t called when they decided to in- 
crease the staff. 

Mr. Arens. Now, may I inquire, did you attend Communist Party 
training schools after your induction into the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Hackney. Yes;I did. That is one of the requirements. After 
they recruit you into the party you are not considered just good 
party material by simply joining the party. You have to be trained 
to become an aggressive leader in the union. 

Mr. Arens. Where were you trained ? 

Mr. Hackney. I went to school in Des Plaines. 

Mr. Arens. Des Plaines, Illinois? 

Mr. Hackney. Des Plaines, Illinois. I went to, I believe, at that 
time it was called Abraham Lincoln Center on Oakwood Boulevard 
and Langley Avenue. We had classes there in regard to parliamentary 
procedure, public speaking, how to become a leader in the union. How 
to stand out so people will recognize you as being a leader. This 
would bring prestige to the party. 

Mr. Arens. Did you go to any other schools ? 

Mr. Hackney. That was all that I can recall at this time. I proba- 
bly did. We had classes at 4848 Ashland Avenue at various times 
but how many classes I could not remember. 

Mr. Arens. Based upon your experience in the Communist Party 
and as one who was trained in the Cdiciaiinigh Party training schools 
do you have any pronouncements to make respecting the connection 
between the Communist Party and the Communist operation in the 
United States and the international Communist conspiracy directed 
from Moscow ¢ 

Mr. Hackney. Well, they practically followed the same line. 

Mr. Arens. Is there a direct line of control ? 

Mr. Hackney. We always referred to our comrades in Russia and 
the trade-union movement in Russia and they are our comrades and 
naturally we all are in the same organization. 

Mr. Arens. Tell us, please, the various entities within the meatpack- 
ing industry to which you were connected as a comrade. 

r. Hackney. I was connected as the chairman of the small house 
branch of the Packinghouse Section. 
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Mr. Arens. What comprised the small house branch ? 

Mr. Hackney. The small house branch consisted of small plants 
that employed say 300 or 400 people, 100 people, and they were all 
combined together in one branch of the section. 

5 ARENS. Could you tell us how the Packinghouse Section was 
made up’ 

Mr. Hacewer. The Packinghouse Section was made up of three 
or four branches. There were the Swift branch, the Armour branch, 
the Wilson branch, and the small house branch. 

Mr. Arens. Who was chairman or in leadership capacity in the 
Swift branch? 

Mr. Hackney. Well, they had a problem in the Swift plant branch. 
They were trying to find leadership. They had several that they tried. 
bi had tried Ramirez. They tried John Lewis. They tried Charley 

roctor. 

Mr. Arens. Were all of them known by you to be members of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Hackney. Definitely. 

Mr, Arens, Did you serve in closed Communist Party meetings 
with them ? 

Mr. Hackney. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. How about the Armour branch. Who were in leader- 
ship capacity at the Armour branch ? 

Mr. Hackney. You had Leon Beverly, Joe Bezenhoffer. I have 
several names if you care to. I have some notes in my pocket. 

Mr. Arens. I want to get into the identities of a number of people 
E eo later on. I just at the moment want the leaders. The Armour 

ranch. 

Mr. Hackney. Armour branch, Bezenhoffer. 

Mr. Arens. Give the full names, please ? 

Mr. Hackney. Joe Bezenhoffer, Leon Beverly, Randolph Luke, 
Charles Mitchell. 

Mr. Arens. How about the Wilson branch ? 

Mr. Hackney. Wilson branch consisted of Joe Zabritski, Carl Nel- 
son, Sam Parks. 

Mr. Arens. Were they the leaders? 

Mr. Hackney. They were the top ones. 

Mr. Arens. How about the small house unit ? 

Mr. Hackney. As to the small house unit, I was the head of the 
small house unit. We had 

Mr. Arens. Did you have associates in leadership ? 

Mr. Hackney. I had associates in the Miller & Hart plant, James 
Jesse Richards; in the Illinois Meat Co. we had a leader by the name 
of Jack Sechrest, and 

Mr. Arens. Did that pretty well include the leadership? 

Mr. Hackney. That included the top leadership. There were 
others but they were not considered leaders. 

Mr. Arens. As of the time you disassociated yourself from the 
Communist Party, who was the top leader of the Communist opera- 
tion in the packinghouse industry in the greater Chicago area? 

Mr. Hackney. Jesse Prosten. 

Mr. Arens. Give us a word about Jesse Prosten. 

Mr. Hackney. Jesse Prosten was known as the brains behind the 
scene. He was considered the No. 1 party member in packing. He 
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is the comrade that had connections throughout the industry where 
there were other members of the party and there were other people 
er were not members of the party that he had good relationships 
with, 

Mr. Arens. What is his present job? 

Mr. Hackney. I am told that his present job now is head of the 
grievance department of the UPWA. However, when I was asso- 
ciated with the United Packinghouse Workers he was head of the 

ievance department in the Armour chain. I since learned he had 

n promoted now to cover the entire grievance department there in 
the national union. 

Mr. Arens. Now, I should like, before we get into the identification 
of additional persons known by you to be Communists in the packing- 
house industry, to ask you about certain phases of the activities in 
which the Communists were engaged, to your certain knowledge, 
while you were in the party assigned to the packinghouse industry. 
Do you have information respecting Communist Party activities in 
political campaigns ? 

Mr. Hackney. Very definitely. There is one that stands out very 
bold in my memory and that was the campaign to elect Pete Brown 
for alderman of the Second Ward. We had several meetings at 4848 
Ashland and discussed the problem. When I said several meetings I 
don’t mean meetings of the party itself, but I mean the top echelon. 
I was considered what you might call part of the top brass by virtue 
of me holding a chairmanship in the small house branch. 

The top officials of the party would meet on various occasions and 
discuss strategy and plans and this particular time we discussed the 
possibility of running one of our people as an alderman of the Second 
Ward. 

Pete Brown lived in the Second Ward. We had a meeting and dis- 
cussed it at 4848 Ashland. We came to agreement there and left 
there and went to the South Side Branch of the Communist Party, 
with Claude Lightfoot and discussed it with him 

Mr. Arens. Who was Claude Lightfoot ? 

Mr. Hackney. He was at that time the chairman of the South 
Side Branch of the Communist fon 3 We discussed it with him and 
reviewed the political work that took place in 1944 at which time we 
had a very effective ward organization and it was discussed that we 
should continue this ward organization because it was felt that we 
could use it for some political influence. We conducted a good cam- 
paign, showing progress. 

Mr. Arens. Were union funds utilized in the campaign? 

Mr. Hackney. Definitely. I would say it this way: I was a full- 
time paid organizer for the UPWA. Pete Brown was a full-time 
paid organizer for the UPWA. And Sam Parks was paid by his local 
union, full time. And when we met these are the people that attended 
that meeting and mapped the strategy out. 

Yes, there were other funds raised for the campaign. People were 
asked to come out of the plant on temporary leave to poll watchers 
to do whatever assignment they had for them. 

Mr. Arens. I would like to invite your attention to another area 
of Communist Party activity and solicit from you your frank state- 
ments and observations based upon your own experience. It has been 
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the experience of this committee, Mr. Hackney, as we go from area 
to area trying to develop information respecting the operation of 
the Communist conspiracy, that trained hard-core agents of the con- 
spiracy sit opposite us here and surround themselves with an aura of 
sanctity saying that they are the ones that are advocating the preser- 
vation of precious rights and that this committee is the one that is 
destroying those rights, this committee is the witch hunter, this com- 
mittee is the one that is trying to destroy the civil rights of the colored 
people of our country, that this committee is the entity that is against 
cari rights and the only reason why we have at any time a colored 
man before this committee is because he is a colored man and because 
we want to hold him up to ridicule and destroy him. 

Now, based upon your experience in the Communist Party, are 
these comrades sincere when they make those protestations and sur- 
round themselves with that aura of respectability on their own 
conduct 

Would you just in your own way express yourself on this very 
crucial issue ? 
© Mr. Hackney. That very definitely in my opinion is an outright 
lie. They have portrayed themselves to be the pioneers for the rights 
of Negro people and I know from experience and past experience 
that they have used the many grievances of the Negro people for the 
purpose of building the party. They cite certain cases that they 
played an attractive role in getting some actions. One that comes in 
my mind is the Scottsboro case, that they contend that they were 
active in, well. the launching the forefront for the Scottsboro boys, 
gaining them a hearing—what were results of the hearing I don’t 
know—but they contend they were in the forefront. 

They contend they were in the forefront when the Negro people 
were being evicted during the depression era, that they were active 
in putting people back in their homes. Overall they contend that they 
are the pioneers for the rights of the Negro people. 

Mr. Anens. Are they sincere in those protestations ? 

Mr. Hackney. Definitely not. 

Mr. Arens. Do you-have any illustrations in your own mind from 
your own experience in which the Communist operations have actu- 
ally discriminated against people of the Negro race for the interest 
of the advancement of the conspiracy ? 

Mr. Hackney. Well, I would say if they were interested in Negro 
people I can cite youn—this microphone is off now. 

Mr. Movtper. The committee will recess for a period of 5 minutes 
or short period of time until the microphone can be properly adjusted. 

(Members of the committee present: Representatives Moulder, 
Willis, and Johansen.) 

(A brief recess. ) 

(Members of the committee present after recess: Representatives 
Willis and Johansen.) 

Mr. Arens. Would you proceed on the matter which you were dis- 
cussing and speak right into the microphone, please ¢ 

Mr. Hackney. I can think of cases where they have—it’s not on now. 

Mr. Arens. If you will kindly speak into the speaker and just pro- 
ceed with the information which you were in the process of supplying 


COMMUNIST INFILTRATION OF VITAL INDUSTRIES—CHICAGO 58] 


to the committee when we had the interruption because of the tem- 
perament of the microphone system here. 

Mr. Hackney. I would say that in many cases they have destroyed 
Negro leaders in the union that they felt were detrimental to their 
programs. I can cite a particular case of Phil Weightman. In my 
opinion Phil Weightman was a fighter for the rights of Negro people, 
who was vice president of the United Packinghouse a at the 
time I was there, and it seems that Phil Weightman would oppose them 
on certain issues, I imagine in the international executive board meet- 
i for that reason Phil Weightman was, you might call, extermi- 
nated. 

1 can think of some other Negro leaders. It comes to my mind, 
Oscar Wilson was one time a field representative. Apparently he 
— go along with the program and eventually he was exterm- 
inated. 

Mr. Arens. May I just ask you your observation as to why the Com- 
munist Party has created such fronts as the National Negro Congress 
and others of like stripe with a front at least of attempting to beguile 
the American people into believing that they arin in truth and 
in fact are sincere in seeking betterment for the Negro citizenry / 

Mr. Hackney. They set up these front organizations so that they 
cannot be connected with the party itself. The purpose of these or- 
ganizations is to try to prove to the Negro people that this committee 
is fighting for the rights of the Negro people. They are not identified 
as a Communist organization. They are fronted through certain 
names like the Negro peoples’ National Negro Congress, a few other 
names. 

Mr. Arens. Could you from your own experience give us an il- 
lustration or so of a front group in which you as a Communist par- 
ticipated on behalf of the Communist Party within a front group? 

Mr. Hackney. I was active in the National Negro Congress. 

Mr. Arens. In what capacity ¢ 

Mr. Hackney. I was just active in the community in regards to get 
oo out to vote, using the people that we had in the Negro National 

ongress to set up our ward organization. 

Mr. Arens. Were you also active in the Midwest Committee for 
Protection of Foreign Born ¢ 

Mr. Hackney. No, but that name came up many times when they 
were asked contributions to be sent to this organization. 

Mr. Arens. Would you give us just a few words respecting the tech- 
nique of the Communist operation, what we will in this session char- 
acterize as the self-criticism discussions? Can you give us a word 
about that, the Communist technique ? 

Mr. Hackney. We had several of these sessions, they were called— 
sometime we called them bull session and sometime just have a 
meeting. 

Where people are not too aggressive, it seems like they had fallen 
by the wayside and at these sessions you were to get up and point out 
your weaknesses, what you thought was wrong with you, criticize 
yourself and then you in turn would turn around and state what you 
thought you could do to correct your weaknesses. 

At the same time you were to point out your own weaknesses you 
had an opportunity to criticize other people that you saw that had 
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certain weaknesses. We had several of these sessions for the pur- 
poses of, well, in their opinion you were not being active enough to 
reactivize you, make you more aggressive. 

Mr. Arens. Could you give us a further word with respect to the 
techniques of collection of money for the operation of the conspiracy ? 

Mr. Hackney. For example, there were mass rallies to raise money, 
to say fight for something that happened down South. I have in 
mind that there was a lynching down South. A big rally was heid 
for the purpose of raising funds to see that people responsible for 
certain crimes in the South were brought to justice. We had many 
of these rallies. 

Mr. Arens. Did the Communist Party have anything to do based 
upon your information with the financing of the present headquarters 
of the United Packinghouse Workers in the Chicago area? 

Mr. Hackney. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Can you tell us about that? 

Mr. Hackney. I happened to be at the ground-breaking ceremonies, 
I think the summer of 1947, and at that time I was standing in the 
crowd a man came up to me that I recognized as Seymour Siporin 
and he recognized me and we shook hands. 

Mr. Arens. Was he a Communist ? 

Mr. Hackney. Yes. He told me that he had designed this build- 
mend was in the process of building it. 

fr. Arens. Did he tell you about the processes of financing it? 

Mr. Hackney. No, he didn’t tell me. 

Mr. Arens. Can you tell us about any city-wide Communist Party 
meetings in the course of your experience in the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Hackney. We had several citywide meetings, where we would 
meet Communist Party members from other organizations other than 
the packinghouse workers. They were at no particular time, just 
whenever the occasion called for it. We would have one of these 
citywide meetings and we would discuss problems on a citywide basis 
and statewide basis. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Hackney, of course it is obvious I know nothing 
about the meatpacking industry, but since we have been studying 
the Communist operation in this area I have learned just a little about 
it. I have learned that there has been in the course of the last few 
years a sort of a decentralization or a scattering of some of the meat- 
packing plants from the Chicago area on out into the Midwest and 
up into the Northwest to a degree at least, so we understand. 

Has the Communist operation been following this decentralization 
operation, do you know ? 

Mr. Hackney. No, I don’t know of that. But in the city I would 
say that they remain with the industry as it stands. However, I 
learned that the packing industry in Chicago is only a shadow of 
what it was in 1948, in which I was president 

Mr. Arens. Can you tell us what the Communist means in Com- 
munist lingo or jargon by the word “colonizing” ? 

Mr. Hacknry. Colonizing means that you send a person into various 
localities where the party is weak, where they have very little party 
influence. I can cite one particular case that comes to my knowledge. 
The party was weak in the Swift plant and there was a Victoria 
Kramer sent into that plant for the purpose of activizing. 
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Mr. Arens. Was Victoria Kramer a Communist ? 

Mr. Hackney. Yes. 

She was planted in the Swift plant for the purpose of activizing 
the white women in the plant. I know Carl Nelson was sent from 
the Armour plant over to the Wilson plant to build the party in the 
Wilson plant. There might be some other instances that don’t come 
to my memory at this time. : 

Mr. Arens. Do you have information respecting the creation and 
operation by the Conmatanist Party or the Communist operation in 
the greater Chicago area of a publication known as the Chicago Star ? 

Mr. Hackney. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Arens. Can you tell us about that, just the highlights of it, 

lease 

: Mr. Hackney. We had several meetings of it—the section or sec- 
tion committee and we discussed that some people would shy away 
from subscribing to the Daily Worker because it was a known Com- 
munist paper, whereby if we had a local paper that could be classified 
as a labor paper, put out for the people of Chicago, that the people 
would be more apt to subscribe for it and read it, where we could still 
get our message over to the people without putting it in the Daily 
Worker. 

Mr. Arens. Was it absolutely controlled by the Communist con- 
spiracy ¢ 

Mr. Hackney. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. I should like to ask you respecting the information you 
have in regard to each of several persons and I want you to be excep- 
tionally cautious, and not give us any indication of any suggestion 
even though you thought they may or may not have been members 
of the Communist Party unless you are absolutely certain, based 
upon your membership in that conspiracy and based upon absolute 
information that came to you from closed party meetings. 

Did you in the course of your membership in the Communist Party 
know as a Communist, Leon Beverly ? 

Mr. Hackney. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Give usa word about Leon Beverly, please. 

Mr. Hackney. Leon Beverly was in the Armour plant. He was on 
the executive board until the president of that local, who wos Sam 
Curry, was pushed upstairs, given a job on the international payroll 
as assistant to the director or the wage rate department, and Beverly 
who later became the president of that local union, the Armour 
Local 347. 

Mr. Arens. In the course of your membership in the Communist 
Party, can you tell us to a certainty while you are under oath, whether 
or not you knew Hazel Gray as a member of the Communist Party, 
if so in what capacity Hazel Gray served? 

Mr. Hackney. I met Hazel Gray, who was with the Farm Equip- 
ment Union. I first met her in the South Side Section of the Com- 
munist Party at which time T learned that she was in the Farm 
Equipment Union, an active leader in that union. 

r. Arens. Did you while you were a member of the Communist 
Party know as a Communist Charles Hayes? 

Mr. Hackney. Yes, I knew Charles Hayes. When I first met 

Charley Hayes he was in the Wilson plant and he was on the slate 
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of Sam Parks that were successful in defeating the president at that 
time who was a man at that time by the name of Dock Williams. 
And Charley Hayes was later the chairman of the grievance commit- 
tee in the Wilson local, which was Local 25 at that time. 

And I was at several meetings where Charley Hayes was present 
and at one meeting it was stated that Charley Hayes had been sent 
away to school, a school where I don’t know, and that also was one of 
the requirements. When you are a party member you are sent to 
leadership schools to be educated. 

Mr. Arens. When you say educated, do you mean trained in Com- 
munist Party techniques 

Mr. Hackney. That is what I mean. 

Mr. Arens. Could you give us a further word with respect to 
Jesse Prosten. I believe you said a few moments ago that during 
your experience in the Communist Party he was the top director of 
Communist Party activities in the meatpacking industry. 

Mr. Hackney. Jesse Prosten was the No. 1 Communist in the 
packing industry. He was the one that got his directions from some 
place I don’t know of and brought them back to the packinghouse 
workers and he proposed programs, he suggested campaigns to 
strengthen the party, he led discussions in how to build the party 
and he sat in on all the top meetings of the top party people in the 
packinghouse section. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know as a Communist, William Rix ? 

Mr. Hackney. Yes, I know William Rix. He is from New York 
District 6. I attended caucus meetings with Rix in meetings that we 
had prior to convention or during conventions. In Montreal I recall 
we had a caucus meeting at which Bill Rix was in attendance where 
only party people were present. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know as a Communist, Donald H. Smith? 

Mr. Hackney. Yes, I knew Donald Smith. He is also from New 
York and I met him through the same way I met Bill Rix. 

Mr. Arens. Could you tell us a word about his activities in the 
Communist conspiracy ? 

Mr. Hackney. Well, Bill Rix was considered one of the party peo- 
ple in the New York area. 

The only occasion I had to be in the presence of Bill Rix in party 
meetings was when we had these various caucus meetings except the 
one we had in Chicago in 1947 prior to the 1947 convention at which 
time party people throughout the country were present and the sub- 
ject of discussion at that time was to get rid of Phil Weightman, that 
Phil Weightman was leaning too far to the right, you can’t work 
with him, can’t do anything with him and therefore he must go. 

Mr. Arens. To what extent are the comrades trained in these train- 
ing schools to use noncomrades for the accomplishment of Communist 
Party objectives? 

Mr. Hackney. That is one of the purposes of the school is to 
teach the comrades how to work with nonparty people. One of the 
things that comes up quite frequently in party meetings is to keep 
the party member aware that he must Mae how, know the techniques 
of working with nonparty people. 

Mr. Arens. Do the party people in these days make it known that 
they me members of the conspiracy or do they pose as great humani- 
tarians 
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Mr. Hackney. They don’t say they are members of the Communist 
Party. They naturally portray themselves as trade union leaders, 
apt trade union leaders. 

Mr. Arens. Would you tell us whether or not you knew as a com- 
rade, as a member of the Communist Party, Jack Souther? 

Mr. Hackney. Yes, I knew Jack Souther. He also came out of 
the Wilson local, Local 25. 

Mr. Arens. Tell us a little of his activities, if you please. 

Mr. Hackney. Well, Jack was on the executive board of Local 25. 
He wasn’t too active until after the 1948 strike, at which time I had 
left the industry. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know as a comrade, as a member of the Com- 
munsit Party, Meyer Stern ? 

Mr. Hackney. Yes; Meyer Stern was district director of District 6 
in New York City. 

Mr. Arens. District 6 of the meatpacking ? 

Mr. Hackney. Of the United Pickinghoue Workers. Not meat- 
packing industry because that perhaps embodied some other organi- 
zation. I want to make it clear we are referring to the United Pack- 
inghouse Workers. 

fr. Arens. Kindly tell us did you know as a comrade, as a member 
of the Communist Party, Olga Zenchuk ¢ 

Mr. Hackney. Yes; I met Olga Zenchuk in Detroit. I was assigned 
to work in District 7 and I was told when I get in District 7 to look up 
— Zenchuk and she could help me getting to the right people in 

etroit. 

Mr. Arens. Did she do so? 

Mr. Hackney. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Did she identify herself in Communist Party tech- 
niques to you as a member of the conspiracy ¢ 

Mr. Hackney. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know as a member of the Communist Party 
Leslie Orear. 

Mr. Hackney. Yes, Leslie Orear was on the section committee of the 
Packinghouse Section. His job was to advance educational program, 
come up with the proper literature that he felt that we needed to edu- 
cate the party members within the Packinghouse Section. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know as a member of the Communist Party, 
Rachel Ellis? 

Mr. Hackney. I don’t know her by that name at the time. Her 
name was Carter. She was from Local 453. 

Mr. Arens. Apparently Ellis is her married name; is that correct? 

fan Hacknry. I have since learned she married a man by the name 
of Ellis. 

Mr. Arens. Then her maiden name was Rachel Carter and her mar- 
ried name was Rachel Ellis; is that correct ? 

Mr. Hackney. As I understand it. I knew her as Carter, when I 
knew her. 

Mr. Arens. Give us a word about her, please. 

Mr. Hackney. I met her in one of the citywide meetings at Van 
Buren and Ashland. At that time she was secretary of UAW, Local 
453. I since learned that she is now employed at District 1, secretary 
to Charles Hayes, the district director of that district. 
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Mr. Arens. Can you tell us by what devices the Communist opera- 
tors within the packinghouse industry were able to control and influ- 
ence the rank-and-file. It is obvious to us. It ought to be obvious 
to any thinking person that the Communists within any organization 
are numerically in the minority. How did the Communists within 
the packinghouse operation control the majority and conceal from the 
majority the fact that they were hard-core members of a conspiracy ? 

Mr. Hackney. A party person is always trained to be aggressive 
union leader, to always be in the forefront fighting for the rights of the 
working people. Naturally when the worker sees a certain man is out 
there fighting for decent wages, working conditions for the packing- 
houes worker, well, he naturally is influenced by that particular man. 
Whenever there is an opportunity to run a slate of officers, they get out 
and work real hard, they get the people elected, not only members of 
the Communist Party but people that are influenced by the party on 
their slate of officers and usually are elected to office. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully submit if it is agreeable 
with the Chair that we have about a 5-minute recess. 

Mr. Wits. That will be agreeable. We will stand in recess for 5 
minutes. 

(Members of the committee present at the time of recess: Repre- 
sentatives Willis and Johansen.) 

(A brief recess.) 

(Members of the committee present after recess: Representatives 
Moulder, Willis, and Johansen.) 

Mr. Moutper. The committee will be in order. 

Proceed, Mr. Arens. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Hackney, as I commented earlier it has not been 
our intention on this record to exhaust the subject matter with you. 
You have testified in executive session, have you not ? 

Mr. Hackney. Yes, I have. 

Mr. Arens. And you have also been in repeated consultation with 
representatives of this committee, the staff, at which time you have 
supplied considerable information on numerous items of the operation 
of the Communist Party here, have you not ? 

Mr. Hackney. I have. 

Mr. Arens. Just so that we may not trespass unduly upon other 
areas, may I ask if there are any items of information germane to the 
subject matter here, which you would like on this record to reveal to 
the committee ? 

Mr. Hackney. Yes, I would like to reveal that I was a witness in 
the oc hearings of José Ramirez, who my understanding is 
a field representative of the United Packinghouse Workers. This 
hearing took place in the headquarters of the Immigration Service 
at which hearing I was a witness and I testified for the Government 
in that case. 

Mr. Arens. Are there any other key persons, and I am not asking 
you on this record for the rank-and-file, are there any other key per- 
sons in the Communist operation in the meatpacking industry in the 
Chicago area concerning whom you should like to comment ? 

Mr. Hackney. Yes, I would like to comment on Charles Proctor, 
who I understand now that he is a field representative for the United 
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Packinghouse Workers and I know him well because I signed him up 
in the party myself. 

Mr. Arens. Does he spell his name Charles P-r-o-c-t-o-r? 

Mr. Hackney. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Give us just a word then, please, about his activities 
in the Communist Party in the meatpacking industry ¢ 

Mr. Hackney. Well, Charles Proctor came from the local at which 
time I was president. He later became chairman of the grievance 
committee of Local 26 which I was the president. After much dis- 
cussion and letting him read the Daily Worker I told him what the 
intention of the party was and he was sold to idea and signed appli- 
cation card with me. I since learned he is now a full-time paid 
organizer for the United Packinghouse Workers. 

Mr. Arens. Are there any other key persons who to your certain 
knowledge were members of the Communist Party assigned to and 
working in the packinghouse industry ? 

Mr. Hackney. I have in mind a John Lewis who, I understand, is 
now the president of the Swift local. 

Mr. Arens. I believe you commented with respect to John Lewis? 

Mr. Hackney. Did I? 

Mr. Arens. So that the record may be absolutely clear you, of 
course, are at liberty to comment again. 

Mr. Hackney. | was president of Local 26. At that time John 
Lewis was vice president and when 1 leit the industry to take a full- 
time job, John Lewis became president and when the operation of his 
department closed down he was transferred to the Swift plant and 
at that time the party was much concerned because now they had a 
potential leadership in the Swift plant and John Lewis was the party 
member in the Swift local. 

Mr. Arens. Is there another key person? 

Mr. Hackney. Yes; there is Milton Gilmore, who at the time I was 
there was president of Local 23, the Teddy Brennan local. There was 
James Keller who was secretary. 

Mr. Arens. Do you here and now testify that you knew each of 
these men to a certainty to be members of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Hackney. Definitely. 

Mr. Arens. All right, sir, proceed. So the record may be clear 
do not give us on this record the name of any person unless you know 
to a certainty from your experience in the Communist Party and your 
association with that person in a closed party meeting, that that 
person was a member of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Hackney. There was James Keller, who was a full-time paid 
organizer for the Communist Party who was the section organizer 
for the Packinghouse Section of the party at which I was a member 
of the section committee. 

Mr. Arens. Is there another? 

Mr. Hackney. Those are the important ones. 

Mr. Arens. That is what I mean. I do not want to encumber the 
record just with a number of names. We want only the pattern as 
the chairman announced in the opening statement. If we go into the 
names of all of the comrades who have been identified for us either 
‘s executive session or consultation, we would have quite a lengthy 

ist. 
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; Ts there any other item of information which I may not have elicited 
rom you? 

Mr, Hackney, I don’t think there was any mention of keeping 
records of dues-paying members. 

Mr. Arens. Would you comment on that, please ? 

Mr. Hackney. Joe Zabritski, who was a member of the section 
committee, kept records of dues-paying members. He later eventu- 
ally became president of Local 25, the Wilson local. 

Mr. Arens. Was hea member of the Communist Party! 

Mr. Hackney. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Spell his name for us, so the record is clear. 

Mr. Hackney, Z-a-b-r-i-t-s-k-i. 

Mr. Arens. You have commented with respect to him, I am certain. 

Mr. Hackney. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Is there any other item of information that you would 
like to make available to the committee ? 

Mr. JoHansen. Mr. Chairman, when the witness refers to dues- 
paying members is he speaking of the union or of the party? 

Mr. Hackney. I am speaking of the party. 

Mr. Jonansen. Thank you. 

Mr. Arens. Is there any other item of information you would like 
on this record which is germane to the scope of our inquiry ¢ 

Mr. Hackney. I can’t think of any offhand. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, under these circumstances I respect- 
fully submit that will conclude the staff interrogation of this witness. 

Mr. Movurper. Mr. Willis, do you have any questions ? 

Mr. Wits. No questions. 

Mr. Movurper. Mr. Johansen, do you have any questions? 

Mr. Jonansen. I would like to ask you to comment a little further 
on one point you made. You said early in your testimony that you 
found that the Communists were misleading the Negro people. I 
would like to have you just comment, if you care to, briefly, on your 
feelings as to the disservice done to the colored people through the 
efforts of the Communist leadership to exploit them for both publicity 
and financial purposes, and particularly if you have any knowledge 
of the extent, if any, to which funds collected ostensibly for the aid of 
the rights and the causes of the Negro citizens were diverted to party 
uses. 

Mr. Hackney. Well, for example, if some incident like a lynching 
took place in the South it would eventually have a mass rally some 
place, oh, maybe around the Wilson plant or maybe around the 
Armour plant or maybe in Washington Park. A mass rally for the 
purpose of raising funds to bring the people responsible for such 
tragedy to justice and they would have these big rallies and they 
would ask local unions to make contributions. They would ask in- 
dividuals to make contributions and they would take up collections at 
these various rallies for the purpose they said for defending and 
bringing to justice these people that were responsible for these crimes. 

Mr. Movrper. May I interrupt? In that connection, I believe our 
hearings have revealed and the record will show that in a number of 
instances, under Communist Party leadership, they have agitated dis- 
crimination and cases of that sort in order to bring up the proposition 
that there was discrimination. I believe our hearings have revealed 
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instances of that kind, where shootings and other mistreatment of 
members of the Negro race were actually brought about through Com- 
munist Party conspiracy and plans to arouse prejudice and the ery 
of discrimination. 

_ Mr. Hackney. In many cases of that sort. I don’t have any par- 
ticular one in mind. 

Mr. Moutper. Mr. Hackney, we are certainly deeply grateful for 
your testimony. And the information you have given us will be of 
great value in our legislative program of protecting our national de- 
fense and the internal security. We sincerely commend you for 
your courage. You are an honest and patriotic citizen of the greatest 
country in the world. You and your people have made great con- 
tributions to our progress and success as a great Nation. Your testi- 
mony corroborates my statement yesterday that even though the 
Negro race has suffered in many ways and although the Communists 
have concentrated their attentions to take advantage of that fact to 
recruit and to gain the support of the Negro people, they have had 
little success. In fact, less success than they have had with all other 
races of people. 

Therefore, under these trying circumstances you and your people 
deserve proper credit and public commendation and respect and un- 
derstanding; and to you personally, I want to say that you are an able 
and outstanding man, who shows great leadership ability. And I re- 
peat, you are an honest man and although a few may criticize you, 
they will bea very few. But I predict that no one will appear before 
this committee or at any other place to dispute one word or any part 
of your testimony given to this committee today. And with our sin- 
cere thanks and best wishes you are excused as a witness. 

Thank you. 

Call the next witness. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Charles Hayes, please come forward. 

Mr. Movuwper. Will you hold up your right hand and be sworn, 
please 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give 
before this committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Hayes. Ido. 


TESTIMONY OF CHARLES A. HAYES, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
BELFORD V. LAWSON, JR. 


Mr. Arens. Please identify yourself by name, residence, and oe- 
cupation. 

Mr. THayrs. Name, Charles A. Hayes. Address, 5471 Ingleside 
Avenue, Chicago, I]. Occupation, director of District 1 of the United 
Packinghouse Workers of America, AFL-CIO. 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today in response to a subpena which 
was served upon you by this committee ¢ 

Mr. Hayes. I am. 

Mr. Arens. And you are represented by counsel ? 

Mr. Hayes. Iam. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, please identify yourself on the record. 

Mr. Lawson. Belford Lawson, Washington, D.C. 


Mr. Hayes. Would you care to have the subpenas ? 
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Mr. Arens. No, you don’t need to return the subpena. You may 
keep that. 

Mr. Hayes. All right. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Hayes, do you know the man who preceded you to 
the witness stand, John Hackney ? 

Mr. Hayes. I do know John Hackney. 

Mr. Arens. How long have you known him ? 

Mr. Hayes. Well, I would say since about 1945 or thereabouts. 

Mr. Arens. Was he correct in his testimony a few moments ago 
when he said that he knew you as a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Hayes. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds that it 
might incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. Would you repeat the position you occupy and how long 
you held it? 

Mr. Hayes. I have been elected—I was originally elected as direc- 
tor of my union in 1954, I think in May. 

Mr. Arens. Have you maintained the position as a director con- 
tinuously since then ? 

Mr. Hayes. I have. Not only am I a director of my union, I am 
also the first Negro vice president of the AFL-CIO here in the State 
of Illinois and a member of the Industrial Union Council Board. 

Mr. Arens. Where and when were you born # 

Mr. Hayes. I was born February 17, 1918 in Cairo, Ill. 

Mr. AreNs. Give usa word about your education. 

Mr. Hayes. Lama high school graduate as of 1935 from the Sumner 
High School in Cairo. 

Mr. Arens. Did you receive any further education ? 

Mr. Hayes. I did not. 

Mr. Arens. Have you gone to any training schools? 

Mr. Hayes. What training schools? 

Mr. Arens. Any kind of training schools. 

Mr. Hayes. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it might 
incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. Give us, if you please, the first principal occupation 
you have had since you concluded your formal education. 

Mr. Hayes. It is quite a long time back. 

Mr. Arens. Just the principal occupations. 

Mr. Hayes. Any occupation I had was principal. After finishing 
high school I worked for a while with Bruce & Co. in Cairo, IIL, 
and then the next job I had was an employee with Wilson & Co. 
here in Chicago. 

Mr. Arens. How long did that employment last ? 

Mr. Hayes. I worked initially, started in 1942 and I worked at 
Wilson & Co. until—well, I was severed from the employment of 
Wilson & Co. as a result of the plant closing down in 1955. However, 
I wasn’t all that time working for Wilson & Co. I was on leave of 
absence from the company part of the time. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever signed an affidavit under the National 
Labor Relations Act? ; 

Mr. Hayes. I have. 

Mr. Arens. And what year was that, do you recall? 

Mr. Hayes. In 1954. 
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Mr. Arens. Are you now or have you ever been a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Hayes. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds that 
it might incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Hayes. Iam not. 

Mr. Arens. Have you been a member of the Communist Party at 
any time in the last 5 years? 

r. Hayes. I have not. 

Mr. Arens. Have you been a member of the Communist Party at 
any time since the passage of the Taft-Hartley Act in 1948 requiring 
a non-Communist affidavit ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Hayes. Could you kindly tell me the date when the Taft- 
Hartley law was passed ? 

Mr. Arens. In 1948. 

Mr. Hayes. I decline to answer that question on the grounds that 
it might incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. Is your declination to answer based upon a state of 
facts created by yourself in response to the passage of the Taft-Hartley 
Act in 1948? 

Pr Hayes. Will you restate your question, and don’t do it so fast, 
please. 

Mr. Arens. We have just agreed that the Taft-Hartley Act was 
passed in 1948 and you have declined to answer as to whether or not 
you have been a member of the Communist Party at any time since 
the passage of the Taft-Hartley Act and its requirement of an affi- 
davit of non-Communist union officers. I am now asking you is 
your declination to answer based upon a state of facts created by 
yourself in order to avoid the impact of the Taft-Hartley affidavit ? 

Mr. Hayes. Certainly not. 

Mr. AreNns. Were you a member of the Communist Party at any 
time since the passage of the Taft-Hartley Act ? 

Mr. Hayes. I decline to answer that question on the ground that it 
might incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. Did you at any time, since the passage of the Taft- 
Hartley Act, resign technical membership in the formal entity known 
as the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Hayes. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds that it 
might incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. Did you at any time take any action at the direction of 
the Communist Party in order that you could truthfully sign a non- 
Communist affidavit stating in effect that you were not then a member 
of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Hayes. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, that will conclude the staff interroga- 
tion of this witness. 

Mr. Moutper. Any questions, Mr. Willis? 

Mr. Hayes. I would like, Mr. Chairman, for the benefit, if I may, 
for the benefit. of the congressional leaders who are members of this 
committee, and for the staff members who represent that department 
of that committee, to make a statement on behalf of my union. 
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Mr. Moutper. On what? 

Mr. Hayes. On behalf of my organization. 

Mr, Arens. We are not exploring the union. We are exploring 
Communists. We would like to ask you have you been a member of 
the Communist Party at any time since 1954? 

Mr. Hayes. I certainly have not, Mr. Arens. 

Mr. Movutprer. Any questions 

Mr. Jouansen. Did I understand the witness to say that he was the 
first member of his race to be vice president of the Illinois AFL-CIO? 

Mr. Hayes. Illinois State Federation of Labor and the Industrial 
Union Council of the State of Mlinois. 

Mr. JoHANSEN. You are that at this time? 

Mr. Hayes. Iam that. 

Mr. Jouansen. I thought I detected considerable pride in that. 

Mr. Hayes. Yes. 

Mr. Jouansen. Mr. Chairman, to me it is a deep tragedy that that 
peste has to be diluted by the invoking of the fifth amendment in this 
rearing. 

Mr. Mover. I believe I understood you to say you were born in 
Cairo, Il. 

Mr. Hayes. Cairo, Ill. 

Mr. Moutper. And you area married man ¢ 

Mr. Hayes. Iam. 

Mr. Moutper. Family ? 

Mr. Hayes. Wife and two kids. 

Mr. Movutper. Did you serve in the Armed Forces? 

Mr. Hayes. I did not. 

Mr. Moviper. You did not serve in the Armed Forces? 

Mr. Hayes. No. 

Mr. Movutper. In connection with what Mr. Johansen said, I want 
it thoroughly understood, speaking for myself and I believe the other 
members of the committee, that your efforts at work in connection with 
the improvement of the working conditions, wages, and welfare of 
organized labor and its members are certainly not to be branded as 
Communist Party activities. 

Mr. Hayes. Most certainly not, Congressman. 

Mr. Movxper. Also I want to congratulate you in your statement 
that you certainly are not, as I understand it, in any way associated 
with the Communist Party or Communist Party activities. 

Mr. Hayes. That is right. 

Mr. Mouxper. And you are, if I understand it, clearly in accord 
with the AFL and CIO program in ridding their membership of 
the Communist Party. 

Mr. Hayes. I aot like to have this committee know very well 
that my organization has lived up to, and is living up to, the codes 
of ethical practices of AFL-CIO. 

Mr. Arens. May I inquire a moment, then, please? Are you now 
against the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Hayes. I most certainly am. 

Mr. Arens. Then why not, give this committee, while you are under 
oath now in this public session, the knowledge that we know you have 
respecting the Communist Party, respecting Communists, respecting 
the Communist operation in the meat industry ? 
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Mr. Hayes. The reason I don’t answer that question, Counsel, is 
because I am afraid that if I do it might incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. Do you honestly apprehend, if you told this committee 
truthfully while you are under oath information of which you are 
presently possessed respecting the Communist operation in the meat 
industry among the packinghouse workers and the like, you would 
be supplying information which might be used against you in a crim- 
inal proceeding? 

Mr. Hayes. I refuse to answer that question, too. 

Mr. Arens. I respectfully suggest that will conclude the staff inter- 
rogation of this witness. 

(Witness excused.) 

Mr. Arens. The next witness, if you please, Mr. Chairman, will 
be Rachel Carter Ellis. 

Rachel Carter Ellis, please come forward. 

(Representative Moulder left the room.) 

Mr. Wiis (presiding). Please raise your right hand. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give 
will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God? 

Mrs. Exxts. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF RACHEL CARTER ELLIS, ACCOMPANIED BY 
COUNSEL, BELFORD V. LAWSON, JR. 


Mr. Arens. Please identify yourself by name, residence, and occu- 
vation. 

; Mrs. Exxis. My name is Rachel Ellis. I live at 7140 South 

Mr. Arens. Would it be convenient for you to keep your voice up 
a little bit or get closer to the mike? The acoustics are very poor in 
here. 

Mrs. Extis. My name is Rachel Ellis. I live at 7140 South Michi- 
gan Avenue, Chicago. My occupation is secretary. 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today in response to a subpena 
which was served upon you by the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities 

Mrs. Exuis. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. And you are represented by counsel ? 

Mrs. Exits. I am. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, kindly identify yourself. 

Mr. Lawson. Belford Lawson, Washington, D.C. 

Mr. Arens. Give us, if you please, ma’am, a word about your occu- 
vation. 

Mrs. Exuis. I am employed as a secretary to the District Director 
of the United Packinghouse Workers, District 1. 

Mr. Arens. And who is your immediate superior ? 

Mrs. Exxis. That is Mr. Charles Hayes. 

Mr. Arens. That is the man who just left the stand ? 

Mrs. Eris. That is he. 

Mr. Arens. How long have you been so employed ? 

Mrs. Exxis. I have been employed since March of 1956 in that 
capacity. 
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Mr. Arens. What was your employment immediately prior to your 
present employment ? . 

Mrs. Exits. I was employed as a secretary at the office of Local 453, 
United Automobile Workers. 

Mr. Arens. Where? 

Mrs. In Chicago. 

Mr. Arens. For how long? 

Mrs. Extis. Possibly a year. 

Mr. Arens. What was your employment immediately prior to that? 

Mrs. Exiis. I was employed as manager of a printing establishment. 

Mr. Arens. Give us a word, please, about your education. 

Mrs. Exits. I attended junior college in the city and the Art Insti- 
tute in this city. 

Mr. Arens. Raise your voice, please, ma’am. We couldn’t hear you. 

Mrs. Extis. I attended the junior college and Art Institute in this 
city. 

Mr. Arens. Have you received any other training? Have you at- 
tended any other training schools? 

Mrs. Exsis. I have attended—would you repeat that question ? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, ma’am. Have you received any other training, 
other than the formal education which you have just described ? 

Mrs. Exuis. I decline to answer that question on the grounds that 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

. Mr. Arens. Do you know a man by the name of John Edward 
ooke ? 

Mrs. Enis. I do not know a man by that name. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know a man by the name of John Hackney. 

Mrs. Exuis. I know John Hackney. 

Mr. Arens. In what capacity have you known John Hackney ? 

Mrs. Exxis. I have known him only as a, trade union member. 

Mr. Arens. Have you known him in any other capacity? 

Mrs. Exxis. No, I have not known him in any other capacity. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Hackney testified this morning that while he was 
a member of the Communist Party he knew you as a member of the 
Communist Party. Was he in error on that testimony or was he 
correct ? 

Mrs. Exxis. I decline to answer that question on the basis that it 
may incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been connected with the Chicago Com- 
mittee of Negro Youth? 

Mrs. Exxits. I don’t recall that. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now or have you ever been a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Exxis. I decline to answer that question on the grounds that 
it may incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now a member of the Communist Party? 

Mrs. Exxis. I am not now a member of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever resigned technical membership in the 
Communist Party so that you could take an oath and deny member- 
ship in the Communist Party yet maintained yourself in the Com- 
munist operation 

Mrs. Exxis. I decline to answer that question on the basis that it 
may incriminate me. 
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Mr. Moutper. Were you a member of the Communist Party at any 
time since the passage of the Taft-Hartley Act ? 

Mrs. Exxis. I decline to answer that question on the grounds it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever signed a non-Communist affidavit ? 

Mrs. Exuis. I have never signed a non-Communist affidavit. 

Mr. Arens. Have you any time in the last two years been a mem- 
ber of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mrs. Exxis. Would you repeat the question ? 

Mr. Arens. Have you any time in the course of the last two years 
been a member of the Communist Party 4 

Mrs. Exxis. I decline to answer that. 

Mr, Arens. Have you at any time in the course of the last year 
and a half been a member of the Communist Party ¢ 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Exuxis. I have not. 

Mr. Arens. Have you any time in the course of the last fourteen 
months been a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Exuis. I have not. 

Mr. Arens. Have you any time in the course of the last sixteen 
months been a member of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mrs. Exxts. I have not. 

Mr. Arens. Have you any time in the course of the last seventeen 
months been a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Exuis. I have not. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now against the Communist Party? 

Mrs. Exuis. I decline to answer that question on the grounds that 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

(Representative Moulder reentered the room. ) 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will con- 
clude the staff interrogation of this witness. 

(Witness excused. ) 

Mr. Arens. The next witness, if you please, Mr. Chairman, will 
be Leo Turner. 

Mr. Movtper. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony which 
you are about to give before the committee will be the truth, the 
wholes truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Turner. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF LEO TURNER, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
BELFORD V. LAWSON, JR. 


Mr. Arens. Please identify yourself by name, residence, and oc- 
cupation. 

Mr. Turner. Leo Turner, 5342 South Kimbark, Chicago; field 
representative of the United Packinghouse Workers of America. 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today, Mr. Turner, in response 
to a subpena which was served upon you by the House Committee on 
Un-American Activities ? 

Mr. Turner. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, kindly identify yourself. 

Mr. Lawson. Belford Lawson, Washington. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Turner, where are you employed ? 
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Mr. Turner. I am employed in District 1 of the United Pack- 
inghouse Workers. 

Mr. Arens. In what capacity ? 

Mr. Turner. Asa field representative. 

Mr. Arens. How long have you been so employed ? 

Mr. Turner. I was hired by Mr. A. T. Stephens on November 8, 
1949. 

Mr. Arens. Where and when were you born ? 

Mr. Turner. June 24, 1913, Aberdeen, Wash. 

Mr. Arens. Give us a word, please, about your formal education. 

Mr. Turner. I left high school in Aurora, Minn., at the end of 3 
years of high school. 

Mr. Arens. Did that complete your formal education? 

Mr. Turner. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. And then give us the principal occupations you have 
had since you completed your formal education. 

Mr. Turner. Well, I got out of high school into the Hoover de- 
pression, and I would say that most of the time prior to going to 
work for the unions I was working on WPA. 

Mr. Arens. Did you have any other principal activity in addition 
to your WPA work until you went to work for the unions? 

Mr. Turner. No, sir. 

Mr. Arens. When did you complete your formal education in 
high school ? 

Mr. Turner. 1931. 

Mr. Arens. Did you shortly thereafter become educational direc- 
tor of the Young Communist League ? 

Mr. Turner. I decline to answer that question on the ground that 
it might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. I lay before you now a photostatic reproduction of 
the Communist Daily Worker of July 28, 1936, in which an article 
appears entitled “Youth to Aid C.P. Ticket in Elections.” It tells 
about a number of people who are in official capacity with the Young 
Communist League, including Leo Turner, educational director of 
the league. I now display this document to you and ask you to look 
at it and tell us whether or not that refreshes your recollection, and 
whether or not you are the Leo Turner referred to in the Communist 
publication, the Daily Worker, as educational director of the Young 
Communist League. 

(Document handed to witness.) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Turner. I decline to answer on the ground it might tend to 
incriminate me. 

(Document marked “Turner Exhibit No. 1” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Arens. I display to you a photostatic reproduction of the 
Communist Daily Worker of New York, May 25, 1936, in which 
an article appears, “Youth March May 30 in Fight Against War,” 
signed by Leo Turner. Would you kindly Jook at this article and 
tell us while you are under oath whether or not you are the Leo 
Turner who authored that article appearing in the Daily Worker? 

(Document handed to witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 
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Mr. Turner. I decline to answer on the grounds that it might tend 
to incriminate me. 

(Document marked “Turner Exhibit No. 2,” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Arens. I display to you a photostatic copy of an article ap- 

earing in the Sunday Worker, January 25, 1942, in which a num- 
se of persons are petitioning for the release of the then secretary 
of the Communist Party, Earl Browder, including a man listed as 
Leo Turner of Oakland, Calif. Kindly look at this document as I 
display it to you and tell this committee while you are under oath 
whether or not you are the Leo Turner that participated in that 
enterprise. 

Document handed to witness. ) 

The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Turner. I decline to answer on the grounds that it might tend 
to incriminate me. 

(Document marked “Turner Exhibit No. 3,” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Did you participate in the picketing on behalf of the 
11 Communists who were convicted before Judge Medina in New 
York City ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Turner. I did not. 

Mr. Arens. Did you lend your name and your position on behalf 
of the intervention for the 11 Communist leaders? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Turner. I decline to answer that question on the ground it 
might tend to incriminate me. 


Mr. Arens. I lay before you now a photostatic reproduction of the 
Communist Daily Worker of October 18, 1949 respecting the inter- 
vention by a number of pene on behalf of the 11 Communists who 


were convicted in New York City, including, according to this listing 
in the Daily Worker, one Leo Turner. Kindly look at this article 
and tell this committee whether or not it refreshes your recollection, 
and whether or not you are the Leo Turner who was listed there 
and, if so, if you consciously made your name available for that 
enterprise. 

(Document handed to witness. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Turner. I decline to answer on the grounds that it might tend 
to incriminate me. 

(Document marked “Turner Exhibit No. 4,” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Turner, what is the principal law on the statute 
books of the U.S. Government against Communists?) Do you know? 

Mr. Turner. I believe it is the Smith Act. 

Mr. Arens. What have you done, can you tell us, to cause the repeal 
of the Smith Act ? 

Mr. Turner. I don’t know. 

Mr. Arens. I lay before you now, if you please, a photostatic repro- 
duction of the Communist Daily People’s World, January 2, 1952, 
in which a number of persons are listed as participants in an assembly 
of delegates for the repeal of the Smith Act, including Leo Turner, 

41635—59-——7 


| 
ty 


598 COMMUNIST INFILTRATION OF VITAL INDUSTRIES—CHICAGO 


identified in this publication as field representative of the CIO United 
Packinghouse Workers. Kindly look at this document and tell this 
committee while you are under oath whether or not that refreshes 
your recollection and whether or not you consciously participated in 
that enterprise. f 
ane handed to witness. ) 
The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Turner. I decline to answer on the grounds that it might tend 
to incriminate me. 

(Document marked “Turner Exhibit No. 5,” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Arens. Do you know a man by the name of Lee Lundgren ? 

Mr. Turner. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Arens. In what capacity have you known him? ‘ 

Mr. Turner. I knew him when I worked with the United Electrical, 
Radio and Machine Workers. 

Mr. Arens. Have you known him in any other capacity ? 

Mr. Turner. I ies later he became a representative of the In- 
ternational Union of Electrical, Radio and Machine Workers. 

Mr. Arens. And have you known him in any other capacity ? 

Mr. Turner. I don’t believe so. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know a man by the name of Hackney? 

Mr. Turner. Very slightly. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know a man by the name of Carl Nelson? 

Mr. Turner. I know him so casually that the testimony he gave 
here yesterday was false with respect to some of my activities. 

Mr. Arens. Was his testimony correct when he said he knew you as 
a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Turner. I decline to answer that question on the grounds that 
it might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now, or have you ever been, a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Turner. I am not a member of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Turner. I decline to answer that question on the grounds that 
it might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been a member of the Communist Party 
at any time since the passage of the Taft-Hartley Act requiring that 
certain union officials must sign a non-Communist affidavit? 

Mr. Turner. I decline to answer that question on the grounds that 
it might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. Did you resign technical membership in the Communist 
Party but maintain yourself in the Communist operation so that you 
could take an oath and truthfully deny membership in the formal 
entity known as the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Turner. I decline to answer that question on the grounds that 
it might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now against the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Turner. I decline to answer that question on the grounds that 
it might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will conclude 
the staff interrogation of this witness. 

Mr. Turner. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make a statement. A 
statement made here yesterday that I was in Spain by one of the 
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witnesses that was produced here. I want to categorically state under 
oath that that statement was false. 

Mr. Arens. Is that the only part of the testimony with respect to 
yourself that was false? 

Mr. Turner. I decline to answer that on the grounds that it might 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. Was the rest of the testimony true when you were 
identified as a member of the conspiratorial apparatus known as the 
Communist Party ! 

Mr. Turner. I decline to answer that on the grounds it might tend 
to incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. Do you presently have information which you can 
supply the United States Government via this committee respecting 
the techniques and operations of this conspiratorial organization 
designed to overthrow the Government of the United States known 
as the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Turner. I decline to answer that question on the grounds that 
it might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. I respectfully suggest that will conclude the staff inter- 
rogation of this witness. 

Mr. Movrper. I want to announce for the record that it will be 
necessary for me to return to Washington and I will be unable to 
be present for the rest of the hearings. Mr. Willis is designated chair- 
man to preside at the conduct of the hearings. 

The committee will recess until 2 p.m. 


(Whereupon, at 11:50 a.m., the hearing was recessed until 2 p.m. 
of the same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION, WEDNESDAY, MAY 6, 1959 


Mr. Wituts. The subcommittee will please come to order. 

(Subcommittee members present: Representatives Willis, presid- 
ing, and Johansen.) 

{r. Wiis. Counsel, please call your next witness, 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, may the record show, if you please, sir, 
the presence of yourself as chairman of the subcommittee and the 
presence of the gentleman from Michigan, Mr. Johansen, constituting 
a quorum of the subcommittee 

fr. Wituis. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Dency, Albert P. Dency, please come forward. 

Mr. Wituts. Please raise your right hand. Do you solemnly swear 
that the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Dency. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF ALBERT P. DENCY 


Mr. Arens. Please identify yourself by name, residence, and occu- 
pation. 

Mr. Dency. My name is Albert Dency. I live at 2453 North Tripp 
Avenue, Chicago, Il. 

Mr. Arens. And your occupation ? 

Mr. Dency. My occupation is tool and die maker. 

Mr. Arens. Where are you employed ? 
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Mr. Dency. Mr. Arens, I will be very pleased to answer this ques- 
tion. However, I would like to be assured that if I do answer and 
give you the name of the company, that I will not be fired from the 
place where I am employed at present. 

Mr. Arens. You are appening today in response to a subpena that 
was served upon you by this iecanitiest 

Mr. Dency. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. You are not represented by counsel apparently. 

Mr. Dency. No, I am not. 

Mr. Arens. You know you have the privilege of counsel. 

Mr. Dency. I know I ona but I don’t have $500 to pay for the 
counsel. 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Dency, where and when were you born? 

Mr. Dency. I was born February 15, 1921, in Yugoslavia. 

Mr. Arens. When did you come to the United States? 

Mr. Dency. I came to the United States on December 7, 1937. 

Mr. Arens. Are you a naturalized citizen ¢ 

Mr. Dency. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Where and when were you naturalized ¢ 

Mr. Dency. I was naturalized in Waukegan, IIl., approximately 
early part of 1943. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever used any name other than the name 
Albert P. Dency, D-e-n-c-y ? 

Mr. Dency. Yes, sir, t did: my name originally spelled, Z-d-e-n- 
c-a-j. 

Mr. Arens. Give us a word, please, about your education. 

Mr. Dency. I have very little formal education. I attended Cath- 
olic seminary school for 2 years in Europe. And here I have attended 
te mre | for a while at University of Chicago and also Lake 

orest. 

Mr. Arens. Is that the only education you have had ? 

Mr. Dency. It is the only education in the formal sense. 

Mr. Arens. Have you received any training in any training schools 
of any kind? 

Mr. Dency. I have attended Abraham Lincoln School. 

Mr. Arens. Where was that ? 

Mr. Dency. Extension courses I attended at Waukegan, III. 

Mr. Arens. When did you live in Waukegan, IIl., over what period 
of time? 

Mr. Dency. I did not live in Waukegan except for a very short 
period of time. I lived in North Chicago, which is a part or at least 
close by Waukegan. 

Mr. Arens. Does the figure E-88239 register with your mind on 
any score, E-88239 ? 

fr. Dency. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. What was that? 

Mr. Dency. That is my—I think that is my number, union card 
number. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Dency. No, I have never been a member of the Communist 
Party. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been knowingly under discipline of the 
Communist Party ? 
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Mr. Dency. I have not been knowingly under discipline of the 
Communist Party. 

Mr. Arens. It is the information of this committee that you were 
a member of the Communist Party in Waukegan, IIl., that you were 
chairman of the Waukegan Communist Party Club in 1949, 1950, and 
1951. If that is in error, please set the record straight while you are 
under oath. 

Mr. Dency. I have been the chairman of the American Veterans 
Committee in Waukegan, a chapter of American Veterans Commit- 
tee. As far as the time that am have given I have not lived in 
Waukegan for the year 1951 at all. 

Mr. Arens. Do you say now categorically without equivocation, 
that you have never been a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Dency. Yes, sir, I so state. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will conclude 
the staff interrogation of this witness. 

Mr. Wituts. We appreciate your appearance. 

Mr. Dency. May I make a statement, if I possibly can ? 

Mr. Wituts. Well, if you make it short. 

Mr. Dency. I will make it very short, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Wits. Let me say this. You are not represented by counsel, 
and therefore I want to be as liberal with you as possible. But please 
do not make an extended statement. 

Mr. Dency. I wil] not make any derogatory statement at all. How- 
ever, I want to point out to one fact, that I as a chairman of the com- 
mittee to lift suspension of Local 113, which is the rank and file union 
in my union, feel that by being called before this committee, this com- 
mittee willing or unwilling, I do not know, has served a purpose con- 
trary to the objectives for which the membership of Local 113 or at 
least a very great segment is striving for, namely to lift suspension of 
their organization. And in view of that fact, I feel that the com- 
mittee—— 

Mr. Wixu1s. I would not enter into that field if I were you. It will 
not do you any good and counsel will perhaps have to reexamine you 
and if I were you I would not pursue that. That is my advice, my 
sincere advice. 

Mr. Dency. Thank you. 

Mr. Arens. The next witness, if you please, Mr. Chairman, will be 
Francis William McBain. 

Please come forward. Please remain standing while the chairman 
administers an oath. 

Mr. Wiiu1s. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are 
about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. McBarn. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF FRANCIS WILLIAM McBAIN, ACCOMPANIED BY 
COUNSEL, PEARL M. HART 


Mr. Arens. Kindly identify yourself by name, residence, and oc- 
cupation. 

Mr. McBarn. My name is Francis McBain. I live at 3116 West 
Montrose Avenue, Chicago, I am a model maker by trade. 
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Mr. Arens. Where are you employed ? 

Mr. McBary. Well, I would rather not state where I am employed. 

Mr, Arens. We will hold that for the time being. 

Mr. McBarn. I would also—— 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today in response to a subpena 
which was served upon you by the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities ? 

Mr. McBatn. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. You are represented by counsel ? 

Mr. McBatn. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, kindly identify yourself. 

Mrs. Harr. Pearl M. Hart, 30 North La Salle Street, Chicago 2, 
ll. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. McBain, where and when were you born? 

Mr. McBatn. Could I — I would like to raise a question before— 
I have appeared before this committee before, seven years ago. I 
requested my lawyer to draw up a letter to send to the chairman 
of this committee, Honorable Mr. Walter, in regard to me being pub- 
lically exposed to this committee again. I would like the privilege 
of reading this letter into the record, if I could. I think it is very-——— 

Mr. Arens. The rules of the committee provide you must submit 
any written statement of any kind in advance. 

Mr. Wittis. You may submit it to counsel, and we will examine it 
and give it consideration. We can’t permit you to read a letter we 
know nothing about. Submit it to counsel. It will serve the same 

urpose. 
" Mr. McBary. Could I ask if Mr. Walter has received this letter? 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Walter is not here. 

Mr. McBatrn. I see. 

Mr. Arens. Now kindly tell us where and when you were born. 

Mr. McBaty. I was born in Bottineau, N.D., July 31, 1905. 

Mr. Arens. Give us a word about your education. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. McBary. You want my 

Mr. Arens. Just a word about your education. 

Mr. McBarn. I have 4 years of high school, 2 years of engineering. 

sped Anens. And when did you complete your formal education and 
where? 

Mr. McBarn. One year I went to North Dakota State Engineering, 
that was 1923 and 1924. Then in the meantime there was a 2-year 
college in my hometown which was the qualified State college. And 
I went there 1 year in 1930, I believe, and finished a 2-year course 
which was like—— 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

ca McBary. About a junior degree in engineering AA or some- 
thing. 

Mr. Arens. What year was that, please ? 

Mr. McBarn. I think that was 1930, within the year of that. 

Mr. Arens. Had you received any other training or schooling other 
than the training or schooling which you have just recited ? 

Mr. McBarn. Yes, I have. I put 33 months in the Navy. I was 
an airplane mechanic ona flattop. I went through 4 months’ trainin 
16 weeks here in Chicago at an advanced airplane school where 
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studied complete, all-around airplane mechanic training, and from 
there I was assigned to a squadron and went into the Pacific. 

Mr. Arens. Were you discharged from the Navy then ? 

Mr. McBau. I was discharged right after the war in 1945. 

Mr. Arens. Give us the principal employments you have had since 
you were discharged from the Navy. 

Mr. McBarn. Well, I am trying to think back. One thing I was 
questioned—— 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. McBain. I would like to raise a question on the fact that it is 
quite a while ago and this—— 

Mr. Arens. Just the principal employments that you recollect. 

Mr. McBain. I was going to make the request that since this is 
already in the record the last time I appeared before this committee 
I was a little fresh in my memory then. It was7 years ago. 

Mr. Wis. Just do the best you can. 

Mr. McBain. To repeat it? 

Mr. Arens. Let us go back and get the more current ones then, 
How long have you been employed in your present employment? 

Mr. McBain. About, I would say, 5 months, I suppose. 


Mr. Arens. What was your employment immediately prior to your 
present employment ? 

Mr. McBain. This is going to be involved. I have to stop and 
think because since I was before this committee 7 years ago I have 
been blacklisted by the results, the — in the papers was used 


as a blacklist against me every time I gota job. All you have to do is 
refer me to what it said in the newspapers in 1952 and for me to start 
back and remember all the places I have worked in the lapsed years, 
it is impossible. 

Mr. Arens. Do you recall just the first place you worked prior to 
your present employment ? 

: ha McBain. Let me think. I believe it was Models for Industry, 
ieve. 

Mr. Arens. How long did you work there? 

Mr. McBarm. Probably 6 or7 months. I am notsosure. 

Mr. Arens. Are you a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. McBarn. First I would like to raise some things. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly answer the question? Are you a 
member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. McBain. I just want to raise the point first. I have no idea 
of what this committee has in mind. I have nothing to do with the 
packing workers. I understand your position on the packing workers. 

Mr. Arens. I would be glad to explain that to you. 

Mr. McBary. I would like to know. 

Mr. Arens. I would very gladly explain it to you. You are going 
to answer the question, I take it. The basis, the reason I am going 
into this question is this, sir: The Committee on Un-American Activi- 
ties has a double mandate from the Congress of the United States. 
One is to maintain a surveillance, a supervision as it were, over the 
administration and operation of the Internal Security Act, the Com- 
munist Control Act, and all security laws within the purview of this 
committee. In order for this committee to do that it must find out 
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who are the Communists, what are the Communists doing, where are 
the Communists engaged, what are the Communist techniques, what 
are their strategies, what are their tactics. : 

The second general jurisdiction of this committee is to constantly 
develop recommendations, proposals to amend and change the exist- 
ing security laws so that we can cope with this conspiracy so far as it 
is legislatively possible. 

We have summoned you before this committee because on the basis 
of confidential information we believe that you have current informa- 
tion respecting the techniques, the strategies, the tactics, the opera- 
tion of this conspiratorial force which is sweeping the world and 
which threatens security and liberty everywhere, known as the Com- 
munist Party. 

Now, with that as a point of departure in our discussion, kindly 
tell us, are you now a member of the Communist Party ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. McBatn. First, I would like to know if this question—I 
think that I understand your position, I have heard that before. 
That hasn’t specificity to my notion clear enough if I am going to 
answer this question 

Mr. Arens. If I may go one step further, while you are under oath 
tell us—— 

Mr. McBatn. Let me finish my sentence. 

Mr. Arens. I solicit from you now, as to whether or not you are 
a member of the Communist Party, and if you tell us, “Yes, I am now 
a member of the Communist Party,” then I intend to pursue that and 
ask you about present techniques, present strategies, present tactics 
of the Communist Party, so that this subcommittee can return to 
Washington with this information and appraise it along with other 
information which we are gathering from the four corners of this 
Nation, with the end in view of appraising proposed changes in the 
security laws in order to cope with this conspiratorial force, known 
as the Communist Party. 

Now for the third time, sir, would you kindly tell this committee, 
a you are under oath, are you now a member of the Communist 

arty 

Mr. McBarn. My answers to questions certainly should be based 
in general on things now 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest the witness now 
be ordered and directed to answer the last outstanding principal ques- 
tion, namely, are you now a member of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Wits. Yes. I direct you to answer the question. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. McBatn. I have answered that. 

Mr. Arens. Sir, you are reading from a prepared statement? 

Mr. McBatn. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Tell us who prepared that statement. 

Mr. McBarn. This was prepared— 

Mr. Arens. Was that statement prepared by any person known 
by you to be a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. McBarn. Look, I have no way to know whether my lawyer is 
a member of the Communist Party or not, and I am not going to be 
intimidated trying to Red-bait my lawyer. I asked my lawyer, “Wait 
a minute. I don’t like getting pushed around here.” I have a right 
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to have my lawyer tell me the standard answers. I am not a lawyer, 
I don’t—— 

Mr. Arens. You are reading standard answers I take it. 

Mr. McBarn. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. That was prepared by your lawyer. 

Mr. McBain. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Go right ahead and read it. 

(The witness conferred with his lawyer.) 

Mr. McBarn. These are constitutional answers. Now this I think 
that I-—— 

Mr. Arens. Go ahead and read, if you please. 

Mr. McBain. Read this. I want it for the record. 

Mr. Arens. Go right ahead and read them, please. 

Mr. McBarn. What I stated before, I answered these questions 
before in 1952. So that the requirement to answer the same again 
now can serve no useful purpose, and I regard it merely as an effort 
on the part of the committee to expose me for the nee of exposure. 
I therefore refuse to answer the questions for the following constitu- 
tional reasons : 

(2) I am unenlightened as to the subject to which this question is 
pertinent. I therefore am unable to answer it because it is not perti- 
nent to any issue which your committee has been directed to inquire 
into. 

I also decline to answer on the grounds of the first amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States which guarantees me the freedom 
of speech that I can talk to who I want, it wasn’t meant that I talk to 
myself; the freedom of press, to read what I want and what should be 

rinted; and so assemble and meet people without being pried into. 
hat is my personal affair guaranteed by this first amendment. Now 
I resent this committee overriding the first amendment. 

(c) For the reason that the inquiry infers an encroachment upon 
the judicial power of the United States. 

And for the reason that the question constitutes an unreasonable 
search under the fourth amendment. You have me out in public 

robing into my brain. I don’t think you have the authority to dig 
into what I am thinking about. 

(e) For the further reason that the question denies me due process 
under the fifth amendment to the Constitution in that it deprives me 
of property without due process of law. I lost a day’s pay to come 
down here. I have been blacklisted, blackballed by this committee, 


and this is my living. This sort of thing is depriving me of my prop- 
erty, my paycheck, the right to make a living, support my family. 
For the further reason that under the fifth amendment to the 
Constitution I have been twice placed in jeopardy, by reason of the 
fact that I appeared before this committee See ee in the loss of my 


jobs over and over again, directly tied up with the blacklisting of me; 
my picture all over the newspapers so I can be blackballed and black- 
listed, that I have a problem to support my family. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. McBarn. And last and finally, the further reason is that under 
the fifth amendment to the Constitution of the United States this 
unauthorized committee has absolutely no power to make me or to 
force me to testify in any way against myself. 
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Mr. Arens. Do you honestly apprehend, sir, that if you gave us 
a truthful answer while you are now under oath as to whether or not 
you are this instant a member of the Communist Party, you would be 
supplying information which might be used against you in a criminal 
proceeding ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. McBarn. I think I made my statement. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest the witness be 
ordered and directed to answer that question. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Wuuts. That is a perfectly good request because it is a test 
of your sincerity in the invocation of the plea, so I order you to answer 
the question. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. McBarn. I would like to have him repeat that question, please. 

Mr. Arens. Do you honestly apprehend, sir, that if you told this 
committee truthfully while you are under oath whether or not you are 
this instant a member of the Communist Party, you would be supply- 
ing information which might be used against you in a criminal pro- 
ceeding ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. McBarn. I don’t believe this committee has the right to make 
such a test against me but in answering this I use’the same answer I 
have before. If you want me to read this or if you want to show it in 
the record that this is my answer, either way it is the best, but I chal- 
lenge the committee the right to make any test on me, the authority. 

(The witness conferred with his secant) 

Mr. McBaty. And I am refusing to answer for the same reasons as 
I heretofore—— 

Mr. Arens. Do you presently have knowledge respecting the current 
operation of the conspiratorial force, known as the Communist Party, 
in the Chicago area? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly answer the question ? 

Mr. McBarn. This committee is again trying to wie into my mind, 
what is in my mind, and so forth, which as I stated before 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will conclude 
the staff interrogation of this witness. 

Mr. Wiis. You are excused. And you may claim your voucher, 
and you are so reminded. 

Mr. Arens. The next witness, if you please, Mr. Chairman, will be 
Mr. Edwin Alexander. 

Kindly come forward, Mr. Alexander. 

Mr. Wiis. Please raise your right hand. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give will 
: “ truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 

od 

Mr. Atexanoer. I do. 

Mr. Chairman, my counsel has asked me, Mr. Chairman, that you 
furnish him with a copy of the statement of purposes of the committee 
and the rules of the committee, since he was not present yesterday 
when they were read. 
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Mr. Arens. We will make them available in just a second as soon 
as we dig them out here, after you have been sworn. 

Mr. ALExANpeER. Yes. 

Mr. Chairman, may I ask one other thing in regard to the taking of 
pictures during the conduct of testimony ? 

Mr. Wirius. Yes. If you object to it, then it will be stopped right 
now. 

Mr. Avexanper. Yes, I do. Thank you very much. 


TESTIMONY OF EDWIN A. ALEXANDER, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
WILLARD J. LASSERS AND F. RAYMOND MARKS, JR. 


Mr, Anens. Kindly identify yourself by name, residence, and occu- 
pation. 

Mr. Avexanprr. My name is Edwin A. Alexander. I live at 2211 
East 97th Street, Chicago, Ill. My occupation, I am a member of the 
professional staff of a philanthropic social work agency, the Jewish 
Federation, Metropolitan Chicago. I am responsible for raising the 
deficit funds and the capital building funds for a group of some 11 
social agencies in Chicago which I consider to be very worthwhile 
organizations. 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today in response to a subpena 
served upon you by the Committee on Un-American Activities? 

Mr. Avexanper. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. And you are represented by counsel ? 

Mr. AvexAnper. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, would you kindly identify yourself ¢ 

Mr. Lassrrs. My name is Willard J. Lassers, of Chicago, Il. 

Mr. Marks. F. Raymond Marks, Jr., of Chicago, Ill. 

Mr. Arens. Where and when were you born ? 

Mr. ALexanper. On June 25, 1917, Bronx, New York City. 

Mr. Arens. Give us, please, a word about your education. 

Mr. Atexanper. I went to high school, DeWitt Clinton High School, 
New York City, and attended the College of the City of New York. 

Mr. Arens. When did you graduate from the College of the City 
of New York? 

Mr. Arexanper. J did not graduate from the College of the City of 
New York. 

Mr. Arens. When did you complete your education there? 

Mr. Avexanper. Approximately 1933 or 1934. 

Mr. Arens. Did that complete your formal education ? 

Mr. Avexanper. My formal education ? 

Mr. Arens. Yes. 

Mr. ALExanpEr. Well, it all depends what sense you want to take 
that in. I attended the Allied Technical Institute in Chicago about 
1949, studying machinist trade and this last, just recently within the 
past few months I was a student at Roosevelt College extension pro- 
gram creative writing workshop. 

Mr. Arens. How long have you been employed at your present 
place of employment? 

Mr. AtExanpeRr. Since January 13, 1958. 

Mr. Arens. What was your employment immediately prior to your 
present employment? 
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Mr. Auexanper. Immediately prior to that I have been unemployed 
for close to a month. Before that I was engaged in the tool and die 
makers trade. The last company I worked for specifically was the 
Zeitergraf Co., for which I worked until 3 days before Christmas 1958, 
at which time I was laid off because the company went out of business. 

Mr. Arens. Were you living in New York at the time that you ob- 
tained your degree there—excuse me, completed your education there, 
what training you did receive? 

Mr. Arexanper. At the College of the City of New York? 

Mr. Arens. Yes. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes. 

Mr. Anens. Where did you next live, where was your next place 
of residence ? 

Mr. Atexanver. City of Chicago. 

Mr. Arens. And over what period of time were you then in con- 
tinuous residence in the city of Chicago? 

Mr. Arexanprer. Chicago? That was so long ago that it would be 
hard—I wouldn’t like to be held to its accuracy. I would estimate 
approximately 6 months. 

{r. Arens. Then where did you go? 

Mr. Avexanver. Los Angeles. 

Mr. Arens. How !ong were you there? 

Mr. Atexanver. Again approximately 6 months. 

Mr. Arens. What occasioned your trip to Los Angeles? 

Mr. Auexanver. My job from 1934 approximately, the time I left 
City College, after a few months, later I was employed as a field organ- 
izer, as a regional organizer, first for the National Student League and 
then for the American Student League. This required that my first 
area of activity was Chicago, where I went, and then I was sent by the 
national committee of that organization to the Los Angeles area to 
be the California representative. 

Mr. Arens. About what year are we in now? 

Mr. ALExanpER. What is that ? 

Mr. Arens. About what year are we in now? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Well 

Mr. Arens. Roughly 

Mr. Atexanper. Roughly speaking 1934-35. 

Mr. Arens. All right, sir. What was your next employment? 

Mr. Marks. Counsel, do you mind if he smokes ? 

Mr. Arens. It is prohibited in the courtroom. 

What was your next employment ? 

Mr. Arexanner. My next employment after that was as a full-time 
official for the district office of the Young Communist League of 
California. 

Mr. Arens. Over what period of time did you serve in the district 
office of the Young Communist League? 

Mr. ArexAnper. There was one interruption. I would say again it 
is difficult to say exact dates, approximately 1935 to about somewhere in 
the early 1940’s. During that period there was one interruption. I 
was for a period of es 2 years out of that period, I was a 
restaurant worker in the city of San Francisco, and I was elected to 
two full-time posts in the Restaurant Workers’ Union of the AFL. I 
served as assistant secretary of the Miscellaneous Employees’ Union, 
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the Hotel Restaurant Employees’ International Alliance, and I served 
as business agent of the Hotel Restaurant Employees’ International 
Alliance and Miscellaneous Employees’ Union in San Francisco for 
a short period during that time. es ; 

Mr. Arens. Would you tell us the specific title you had with the 
Young Communist League, please ? 

Mr. Avexanper. I believe while I was in California that I had two 
titles. One was a district educational director. One was a district 
organizational director. 

Mr. Arens. When did you become disassociated from the full-time 
work with the Young Communist League ? 

Mr. Avexanper. Again I couldn’t be certain of the exact date. I 
moved from California 

Mr. Arens. Was it in the early 1940's? 

Mr. Arexanper. From the Young Communist League 

Mr. Arens. Yes. 

Mr. Atexanper. Yes. I graduated from the Young Communist 
League and became a full-time official in the Communist Party. 

Mr. Arens. When did you become a full-time official in the Commu- 
nist Party, just roughly speaking ¢ 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Very roughly in the early 1940's, 

Mr. Arens. Tell us, when did you join the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Avexanper. I believe I joined the Communist Party in approxi- 
mately 1934 or 1935. I wasamember of the Young Communist League 
for a short period without being a member of the Communist Party 
and then joined the Communist Party. 

Mr. Arens. Tell us how long you maintained your membership in 
the Communist Party. 

Mr. Avexanper. [ maintained my membership in the Communist 
Party from approximately 1934 until 1948, 

Mr. Arens. May I inquire, have you ever made available to a con- 
gressional committee or any agency of the Government, facts respect- 
ing your membership in the Communist Party / 

fr. ALEXANDER. | have never been asked by any Government agency 
these facts before. This is the first occasion at which I have been asked 
them, and I gladly volunteered them. 

Mr. Chairman, may I state something surrounding the circumstances 
of withdrawing from the Communist Party in 1948? 

Mr. Arens. I expect to take you over the whole ground so we can 
take in a uniform pattern here which I think would be easier for you 
and be more clear for us, if you please. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Hope you will. Very relevant why I—— 

Mr. Arens. Yes,sir. Very delighted to pursue this with you. 

Now, tell us where and when you joined the Communist Party and 
in your own words, and I will try to restrain myself until I have a par- 
ticular question to fill in, where and when you joined the Communist 
Party and in your own words the various posts that you held in the 
Communist Party. Then we will come back and get additional infor- 
mation. 

Mr. Avexanper. All right. 

Mr. Arens. I want to say now, so there will be no sense of us being 
at all other than completely open and aboveboard— 

Mr. Atexanper. Right. 
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Mr. Arens. We did not, until you just said so, know that you were 
going to tell this committee of your Communist career. We did know 
of your Communist career. We did not know, had no basis on which 
to suspect that you would tell us of your Communist career. 

Now, proceed at your own pace, sir, to tell us where and when 
you joined the Communist Party and the various posts you held in 
the Communist Party up until you disassociated yourself from the 
Communist Party until 1948. 

Mr, Atexanper. I did not disassociate myself from the Communist 
Party in 1948. 

Mr. Arens. We will get up to that in a little while. 

Mr. Atexanper. I joined the Communist Party in approximately 
1934 or 1935. I have already detailed to you the posts I held in the 
Young Communist League. I was requested to go to Seattle, Wash., 
by the national committee of the Young Communist League, serve as 
district organizer of the YCL for the States of Washington, Oregon 
in the early 1940’s. This I did. I accepted it. I accepted the re- 
quest and went. 

For a short period I was requested by the national committee of the 
Young Communist League to return to New York City and serve 
as assistant editor of the Young Communist League national news- 
paper, which I did. The Young Communist League at this point 
was dissolved itself by a soldat aatatand tors, I can’t remember the 


exact year. But at this time I returned to the State of Washington, 
the city of Seattle, which I then considered my home. And I assumed 
a full-time post in the Communist Party. 

Mr. Arens. May I interrupt just there—— 


Mr. ALExanpDer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. To ask you a question. Upon the dissolution of the 
Young Communist League—— 

Mr. Avexanper. Right. 

Mr. Arens. There was formerly an entity known as either the Lea- 
gue for Industrial—it was the American Youth for Democracy, was 
it not, as a successor organization ? 

Mr. Atexanver. In one sense, in another sense it was not completely 
a successor organization. In one sense it was. In one sense it was 
not. 

Mr. Arens. The AYD, American Youth for Democracy, was con- 
trolled by the Communist Party, was it not, by Communists? 

Mr. Avexanper. Well, I graduated from the youth movement at 
that point. I would say that I think the Communists themselves 
greatly regretted that the American Youth for Democracy was con- 
trolled by Communists. They felt that the need had passed for a 
specifically Communist youth organization, and this is why they dis- 
solved this Young Communist League in the hope that a non-Com- 
munist youth organization could be established. However 

Mr. Wiis. As a front actually ? 

Mr. Avexanper. Well, some people would prefer to call it that. I 
don’t think they meant it in that sense at all. I think they meant 
that our country was in a serious degree of danger from Hitler at that 
time, and from internal fascism, and I think they wanted to create—— 
no matter how much I am opposed. to the Communist Party today, 
I want to be as fair and objective about the thing as I can. I think 
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they wanted at that time to create a youth movement which was 
genuinely opposed to fascism and which would extend far beyond the 
Communists. 

They felt that the Young Communist League had the limitation 
that in order to be a member of it you would have to subscribe to the 
principles of communism. They felt at that time that as the Com- 
munist Party continued to exist that any young person who wished 
to subscribe to the principles of communism could become a member of 
the Communist Party itself. And that the interests of preserving 
democracy and fighting against fascism in our country could better 
be served by a non-Communist anti-Fascist youth organization which, 
although it included Communists, would not be Cennenian in its 

rogram. 

. Yaak think the Communists themselves believed that they suc- 
ceeded very well, and they were constantly dissatisfied with the fact 
that far too great a proportion of the leadership, membership of the 
American Youth for Democracy, were continuing to be Communists. 
However, I don’t have too much expert knowledge on that since at that 
time I left the youth movement and became an official of the Com- 
munist Party itself and was more concerned with adult problems. 

Mr. Arens. Now would you proceed with a chronology of your 
posts in the Communist Party itself, which, I understand, from what 
you said a few moments ago began about——— 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Atexanper. Pardon me. Would you repeat that question ? 

Mr. Arens. Proceed, if you please, with the chronology of the 
assignments and posts that you held in the Communist Party. 

Mr. Wiiuts. He had just entered. 

Mr. ALExanper. Yes. I was getting to that. You got me off on 
the track of the AYD. 

Mr. Arens. Let us date this now so our record is clear. You left 
the Young Communist League. 

Mr. ALexanper. In early 1940's. 

Mr. Arens. Entered the party ? 

Mr. ALExAnpeR. Right. 

Mr. Arens. Now proceed there, please, sir. 

Mr. Atexanper. I then returned to Seattle, Wash., and held several 
posts. I am not quite certain which posts I held before I entered the 
Army. I was either district organizational director or district edu- 
cational director. 

Mr. Arens. Were you a paid functionary of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Auexanper. Yes; I was. 

Mr. Arens. Who was your immediate superior? 

Mr. ALexanper. Mr. Chairman, I would respectfully like to decline 
to answer that question for the following reasons: I am extremely 
willing to be cooperative and frank and candid about my own 
activities. 

Mr. Arens. We will come back to that in a little while. T would 
like to get your chronology on here. We will pursue that question 
with you a little while later. You are in the early 1940’s and going 
into the Army. 

Mr. ALExanper. I was either district educational director or dis- 
trict organizational secretary of the Communist Party on a full-time 
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basis until I was inducted into the Army in approximately May of 
1944, I believe. As was the requirement in the Communist Party at 
that time I dropped my membership in the Communist Party in order 
to become a soldier in the United States Army. I served in the Army 
until May 1946. 

Mr. Arens. Just a word as to where you served, please. 

Mr. ALexanper. Most of that time was spent overseas in the China, 
Burma, India theater. There I held the post of associate editor of 
the CBI Round-Up, which was the equivalent of Stars and Stripes 
for the CBI theater. It was the official Army paper in that theater. 

Mr. Arens. We have some exhibits of yours in the CBI Round-Up 
operation. I will not pursue them now except to ask you this ques- 
tion: You said you dropped your Communist Party membership ? 

Mr. Avexanver. Right, that—— 

Mr. Arens. That was what was a technical disassociation only, was 
it not ? 

Mr. Atexanver. No, not altogether. Not altogether. 

Mr. Arens. Did you do it at the direction of the party ? 

Mr. Avexanper. Well, everything I do, I do voluntarily, I may agree 
with the party. 

Mr. Arens. Did the party direct you to do it? 

Mr. Avexanper. I do what I think. 

Mr. Arens. It was party policy ? 

Mr. Atexanver. It was policy of the party, yes, because the party 
believed that the United grates in fighting against fascism needed 
support, that the United States Army was an Army fighting against 
fascism. It had to be a unified military organization and that for one 
to be a member of the Communist Party within the Army, as lawyers, 
for example, sometimes say there might be a problem of allegiance 
or loyalties and soon. They felt someone in the United States Army 
ought to obey the discipline only of the United States Army. 

Mr. Arens. May I inquire just a word? I don’t want to interrupt 
any more than necessary. This is an important theme from the stand- 
point of the fund of knowledge of this committee. During your 
service in the United States Army from 1944 to 1946, you still main- 
tained yourself as a Marxist, did you not, even though you were dis- 
"a Be from the formal organization known as the Communist 

arty ¢ 

Mr. Arexanper. At that time I was a Marxist, yes. I considered 
myself a Marxist. 

Mr. Arens. Would you pick up the theme in 1946 and go right on? 
Phos Aexanver. In 1946 I was honorably discharged from the 

rmy. 

Incidentally, when I entered the Army it was with the knowledge 
of the United States Army that I was an officer of the Communist 
Party and when I went into the Army my special number given to 
me by the Army was that of organizer because I told them that my 
occupation was Communist Party organizer. 

Mr. Arens. At that time they had a movement on in which they 
were commissioning people who were known as Communists in the 
United States Army; isn’t that correct ? 

Mr. Atexanver. Yes. To the best of my knowledge. 

Mr. Arens. Pick up the 1946 date. 
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Mr. Atexanver. In 1946 I was discharged from the Army. I re- 
turned to Seattle, Wash., and I again assumed fulltime work in 
the district office of the Communist Party, either in the role of educa- 
tional director or organizational director, I don’t recall which. In 
1948 I was publicly expelled by the district committee of the Commu- 
nist Party of bidbeaeage pi on the grounds that I was an enemy of 
the party, an enemy of the working class, an accomplice of the FBI. 

Mr. Arens. The party made a mistake then, didn’t it? 

Mr. Avexanper. I think so. I think it has been disproven. Do 
you want me to go ahead, or ask me questions ? 

Mr. Arens. I want you to hesitate there just a moment. 

Mr. Wixuts. I am interested in that. You were not an undercover 
agent for the FBI? 

Mr. ALeExANpER. Most assuredly not. I am not undercover about 
anything for anybody. 

Mr. Arens. In 1048 the Communist Party started becoming secu- 
rity conscious, was it not? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. And they were expelling from the party anyone they 
suspected of being either an informant for the FBI or informant for 
this committee or informant for any Government agency; isn’t that 

Mr. Avexanper. Generally speaking. 

Mr. Arens. You were just caught in the net of the Communist 
Party itself; is that correct ? i 

Mr. ALexanpver. In a sense. It is a great deal more complex mat- 
ter than that, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Arens. I do not want to get into too much detail in this par- 
ticular session. 

Mr. Avexanper. Neither do I. 

Mr. Arens. ‘Then tell us what happened. 

Mr. Avexanper. When I was expelled from the Communist Party, 
I moved to the city of Chicago and began to learn the trade of 
machinist and tool and die-maker. I worked at several shops, went 
to the Allied Institute to learn that trade. In 1950—pardon me, in 
approximately 1951 I was reaccepted into the party. 

Mr. Arens. Excuse me a minute. I want to get that date down 
here. In 1951 you got back into the party ? 

Mr. Atexanper. Approximately. 

Mr. Arens. Where was that, here ? 

Mr. Arexanper. In the city of Chicago. 

Mr. Arens. In what capacity ? 

Mr. Avexanper. May I ask, Mr. Chairman—there has been a great 
deal of prior newspaper publicity; the previous witness has testified 
and so on that it 1s a well-known public fact that there has been a 

reat commotion in Local 113 in Tool and Die Makers Union in the 

ast 3 years. While I am perfectly willing to be candid and honest 
about all my affiliations, sometimes the establishment of a half-truth, 
as any of you well know, can give the exact opposite appearance. 

I want to testify either at this point or I would like to receive 
assurances that I can testify at some other point as to the exact and 
true relationship between the Communist Party and the rank and 
file caucus in Local 113. 
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Mr. Arens. We will get into that in a little while. 

Mr. Avexanpver. Otherwise the simple parallelism of my Commu- 
nist membership and my union membership would give exactly the 
opposite picture of the truth. Mr. Chairman, may I be assured I 
will have full opportunity of hearing that ? saat 

Mr. Wiis. I am not so sure I followed what you have in mind. 
I am afraid you have things in mind that you didn’t make clear to me. 

Mr. Avexanper. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Arens. We will give you an opportunity to pursue anything 
you want to say here in a little while. We do and insist in a little 
while on some information we don’t think you are going to want to 
give us. 

Mr. Avexanper. All right. I may have some information which 
‘ida do not know and may not wish to hear, I don’t know. It will 


Mr. Arens. We have considerable. On the basis of what you said 
and basis of what I have before you now, the identification and rank 
we know you have held in the party and the instructorship you had 
in the Communist Party training schools and the like, leadership 
schools, we think you have considerable information. 

I am just sorry you didn’t make yourself available to us prior to 
this particular session if your attitude is one of thorough cooperation, 
because we feel you have considerable information that can be of serv- 
ice to this Government. 

Now, in 1951 you are back in the party. Tell us now the rest of 
your career until you became completely disassociated. 

Mr. Arexanper. I was in the Communist Party from approxi- 
mately 1951 until 1956. During this period I was working. 

Mr. Arens. Where ? 

Mr. ALExanper. Here in Chicago. I was working in various shops, 
a good number of them as a first machinist and then a tool and die 
maker. To become a good tool and die maker you have to work in 
a lot of shops, believe me. 

In 1956 I resigned from the Communist Party voluntarily. Again 
I might say about one step ahead of being expelled for the followin 
reasons: I was a member of Local 113 at this time and a member o 
the Communist Party. In December of 1955 a rank-and-file move- 
ment began in Local 113 aimed at the very things which the United 
States Senate is now trying to embody in legislation, clean unionism 
the abolition of undemocratic procedures in the local, the ending of 
corrupt financial practices on the part of the business agents, and so 
on. I voluntarily as an individual took part in this movement be- 
cause I thought what now all the newspaper editorials urge, what now 
the Kennedy committee urges is correct. 

Mr. Wits. What? 

Mr. Avexanper. I will establish the connection very soon. 

Mr. Wits. I just wanted 

Mr. Atexanper. Why I left the Communist Party—— 

Mr. Wixuts. Local 113 is in what area of industry ? 

Mr. Avexanpver. Local 113 tool and die makers union. 

Mr. Wits. What? 


_Mr. ALexANnper. The tool and die makers local of the Interna- 
tional Association of Machinists. 
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Mr. Wituts. Oh. 

Mr. ALexanper. I became interested in this rank-and-file movement 
because I felt, and a great number of other people felt in the local, 
with the Kennedy committee, and what the Chicago newspapers now 
say editorially is right, that if labor is going to avoid crippling legis- 
lation it is up to the membership of the unions to take matters into 
their own hands in a democratic fashion and clean house. The rank 
and file movement in this union did this. So effective was the ex- 

osures to some of the practices of the business agents that all the 
bahar agents of the local voluntarily resigned and left Chicago. I 
participated in this rank-and-file movement. I was never a leader of 
it. I wasn’t the very steady and consistent member of it, but because 
I participated in this rank-and-file movement, which has been made 
out by somebody, somewhere, sometime, to be an alleged Communist 
subversive plot, seizure of power in the union, which it most emphat- 
ically was not, because I participated in this rank-and-file movement, 
the club of the Communist Party to which I belonged issued, forbade 
me or any other Communist to participate in this rank-and-file move- 
ment. 

The Communist Party then put me on suspension and said that if 

ou participate in this rank-and-file movement any longer as you 
ave been doing, you will be expelled from the Communist Party. 

Mr. Arens. For how long were you on suspension ? 

Mr. Avexanper. Oh, I don’t think I was on suspension for more 
than 5 minutes. 

Mr. Arens. Go right ahead. 

Mr. Avexanper. As soon as that happened my mind about the Com- 
munist Party was quite well made up. This was just about the time 
that events in Hungary were transpiring and so on. By now things 
were quite clear. I quit the Communist Party because had I stayed 
in I would have been expelled from the Communist Party for taking 
part in this honest unionism, clean-up unionism, rank-and-file move- 
ment. 

To me there was a clear conflict of interest there. The Communist 
Party branch to which I belonged, I think, by this time was so weak 
and so impotent and had become so dogmatic and so removed from the 
membership of the union, that they took what I think was a very 
mistaken position. They took the position that Al Hayes repre- 
sented the best section of the labor movement, that there was an in- 
ternal political struggle going on in the labor movement. 

Mr. Arens. This committee is not interested in the internal strug- 
gles of any particular labor organization. We are interested solely 
and exclusively in Communists, Communist activities, the Communist 
Party, the Communist conspiracy, and the like. 

Mr. Atrxanper. I am trying to establish simply by this testimony 
that the rank-and-file caucus movement in Local 113 was not, as has 
been alleged, a part of the Communist conspiracy at all. Quite the 
contrary, I was going to be expelled from the Communist Party be- 
cause I participated in it. 

Mr. Arens. You were expelled in 1956 ? 

Mr. AtEexanper. I was not expelled. I resigned before I could be 
expelled, let’s put it that way. 
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Mr. Arens. When did your connection with the Communist Party 
terminate ? 

Mr. ALexanper. 1956. 

ry Arens. Did you participate in Communist Party activities after 
1956 ? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. No. 

Mr. Arens. You are confident of that ? 

Mr. Atexanprer. ! did not. I did not. I attended many Socialist 
affairs for 6 months or a year after leaving the Communist Party. I 
still was hopeful that a leftwing movement might be reconstituted in 
this country. I attended meetings of various Socialist groups that 
were attempting to do something of this sort. But I never attended 
any meetings of the Communist Party for members of the Communist 
Party only. Iam certain that if I put in an appearance at the door 
I would have been excluded. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now completely, irrevocably, against the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Atexanper. That again, I am not trying to dodge the answer 
to that question. Yes. I am against the Communist Party. But 
that is a big question. I happen to be writing a book about my atti- 
tude on that question. So far I have written 150 pages, and I am not 
near done, so I can hardly hope to do justice to it. 

Mr. AreNns. Do you care to tell us whether or not you are still a 
Marxist ? 

Mr. ALtexanper. No, I am not. 

Mr. Wituts. Let us take a recess for 10 minutes at this point. 

(Subcommittee members present: Representatives Willis and 
Johansen. ) 

tS brief recess was taken. ) 

Subcommittee members present: Representatives Willis and 
Johansen. ) 

Mr. Wixtts. The subcommittee will please come to order. 

Counsel may proceed. 

Mr. Arens. Now, for the next several minutes I should like to in- 

uire respecting some of your own functions and activities in the 
mmunist Party. Did you ever teach in any leadership training 
school in the Communist Party ? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes, certainly. 

Mr. Arens. Where? 

Mr. Avexanper. In the Seattle, Wash., area when I was educa- 
tional director; possibly in California. I can’t quite remember. 

Mr. Arens. What di you teach, what courses ? 

Mr. ALexanper. I can’t remember the specifics. As educational di- 
rector of the district organization I was the director of the district 
party training school. I probably taught several courses, but after 
eleven years I can’t remember the specific titles of them. 

BA Aoune. Can you remember any of the courses which you 
ught ? 
r. ALEXANDER. I can’t remember specifications. 

Mr. Arens. Did you teach any courses on revolution, techniques of 
revolution, or were these public courses ? 

Mr. Avexanver. I taught courses on Marxism, Leninism, certainly. 

Mr. Arens. And over what period of time did you teach Marxism 
and Leninism ? 
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Mr. A.exanper. I am certain scattered through the period from 
1940 to 1948 I taught some courses many times, oh, many times that 
I can’t recall the individual dates or titles or courses. 

Mr. Arens. Now, your disassociation from the Communist Party 
did not thus far from your explanation include a disassociation from 
the ideology of communism. Have you disassociated yourself or have 
you developed an antipathy to the ideology of communism; namely, 
that there is no God, that we are cuneate’ by materialistic forces, 
that there must be a world revolution? Are you disassociated from 
the ideology of communism ? 

Mr. Marks. Are you talking about now ? 

Mr. Arens. I am talking to the witness, if you please. 

Are you disassociated now from the ideology of communism ? 

Mr. Atexanper. Honestly, Counsel, I disassociated myself now 
from the ideology of communism but I could not state as a person who 
tried to read some books in my life that your descriptions of the 
ideology of communism—lI don’t believe that to be quite exact or 
fain—ahhoush I do disassociate myself from the conception of 
ideology of communism that I had gotten from some 20 to 25 years 
of study of it and a great number of other subjects. 

Mr. Arens. Have you been educational director of the Communist 
Party for the State of Illinois? 

Mr. Avexanper. No. 

Mr. Arens. What have you done in educational work in the State 
of Illinois? 

Mr. Anexanprr. Nothing that Ican recall. In the State of Ilinois, 
as I stated, way back in 1934 or 1935 I was not an official of the Com- 
munist Party or the Young Communist League, and when I was a 
member of the Communist Party of the State of [linois from ap- 
proximately 1951 to 1956, having recently been reaccepted into the 
Communist Party, I was certainly not a leader of the Communist 
Party. 

Mi. Arens. Was your acceptance in the Communist Party at your 
solicitation ¢ 

Mr. Atexanper. Yes. Having been accused of gma dishonesty 
by the Communist Party in 1948, perhaps quixotically, looking back on 
it I was very anxious to clear my own record and my own conscience 
but I felt it was the wrong way to do so. 

Mr. Arens. Did you become cognizant of the Communist in the 
1950’s—of the treachery of the Communist operation ? 

Mr. ALexanper. Well, in 1956, when I left the Communist Party, 
as I say, [ left it because there was a clear conflict of interest between 
the membership of Local 113 and the rank and file caucus of 113 and 
the Communist Party. That is why I left. 

Mr. Arens. Were you cognizant of the control of the Communist 
Party of the United States by the Kremlin? 

Mr. Avexanper. That control, again, Mr. Chairman, that is a simple 
word which covers up a complex problem. One of the reasons why I 
left. the Communist Party was because I felt that the Communist 
Party in the United States attempted much too much to pattern itself 
upon policies formed by the Soviet Communist Party and that the 

oviet Communist Party attempted too much to a great extent to 
guide the policies of the American Communist Party. 
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Mr. Arens. Were you cognizant of the-—— 

Mr. ALEXANDER. As a consequence, the American Communist Party 
became futile and ineffective. 

Mr. Wiis. May I ask a question at this point? 

Along the lines of direction and control of policies of the American 
party by the Soviets, and picking up your thoughts with reference to 
the policy of the American Communist Party during World War IT, 
when there was a common fight, as you said, against fascism, I would 
be interested to have as frank a statement from you as—— 

Mr. ALexanper. Certainly. 

Mr. Wits. as you would kindly inform us on what was the 
policy of the Communist Party during the Korean war as to righteous- 
ness of our cause or what was the official line? Would you care to 
talk about that? 

Mr. ALExanpEer. Would you please refresh my memory about the 
year of the Korean war? 

Mr. Wiiu1s. The Korean war was June 1950, I think it started and 
lasted a yearorso. You were not in the party? 

Mr. Avexanper. I was not in the party in 1950, no. I rejoined in 
approximately 1951 or 1952. 

Mr. Wituts. The war was on to 1953, actually. Do you have any 
knowledge on that, because we have our own opinions on it and we 
have some executive information that we received in the committee and 
I am curious to know if you have any judgment on that. 

Mr. Atexanper. I have knowledge, not expert knowledge, because 
T was not a leader of the Communist Party at that time. My knowl- 
edge of Communist Party policies is based on the same sources as your 
own, publicly printed statements and so on. 

Mr. Wits. What is vour knowledge? 

Mr. Atexanper. My knowledge of it is that the Communist Party 
opposed the position of the American Government in entering that 
war and felt that the North Koreans represented the trend among 
all the colonial peoples of the world toward their national independ- 
ence and that the United States was intervening against themselves 
on the side of a rather reactionary and corrupt old gentleman by the 
name of Syngman Rhee, who the people of South Korea didn’t like 
any better than the people of North Korea, who himself was what 
we attempted to call a Fascist dictator. 

I think that was the position of the Communist Party at that time. 
I am not stating that that is my opinion or my position at the present 
time. I am not stating that it is or isn’t. You simply asked me to 
state what I remember of the position of the Communist Party at 
that time. 

Mr. Jouansen. Mr. Alexander. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JonHansen. I understand you to testify that the party at least 
because of the guidance, I think was the word you used, of the Kremlin 
in the affairs of the Communist Party of the United States being 
too extensive, in consequence of that the Communist Party of the 
United States became futile and ineffective. 

Mr. ALExANpeER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jonansen. In respect to what goals or objects or purposes did 
you fee] that it had become futile and ineffective ? 
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Mr. Avexanper. I thought it became futile and ineffective in re- 
gard to the goals for which I joined it and that was social progress 
and advancement of democratic rights in the United States, the crea- 
tion of a more equitable social and economic order in the United 
States. I think that the Soviet Communist Party having no first- 
hand knowledge of the American political scene was in a very poor 
position to make suggestions to American Communists about what 
political strategy and so on they should employ and that the Ameri- 
can Communists were very ill advised in, so to speak, hanging on the 
word of every Pravda and Izvestia editorial that came out to try to 
catch the latest slant and how they should apply that to the American 
situation. And the ideals for which I joined the Communist Party 
were effective social progress, work for social legislation, the unifying 
of the labor movement and all the liberal people in the United States 
to achieve these immediate goals and a more equitable social order. 

I think the Communist Party went way off the track because the 
way, for example, the new social order had been achieved in Russia or 
in China, I don’t think has hardly any relevance to the United States 
with its constitutional form of democracy, and that is the only way, 
the only effective way of making improvements in the social and 
economic order of the United States which I do think could bear 
improvement, and I think everybody could agree, I don’t think that 
Russians or Chinese can be of much help to anybody in understand- 
ing how to improve our setup here under our type of government. 
Our type of government, they just haven’t been brought up, they are 
not familiar. 

Mr. Arens. Are you cognizant of the fact that in the ascendancy 
of communism in Soviet Russia an estimated 20 million human souls 
have been liquidated, crushed. 

Mr. Auexanper. I don’t know the exact number. I am certainly 
cognizant of the fact that millions of people have suffered very deeply 
and many have been illegally murdered in the Soviet Union. That is 
one of the reasons why I quit the Communist Party. 

Mr. Arens. Are you cognizant of the fact that in Red China an 
estimated 40 million human lives have been snuffed out in the ascend- 
ancy of this force known as communism ? 

Mr. ALexanper. I am no expert on China and I don’t know whether 
that is true or not. I might say this—that all 

Mr. Arens. What is your estimate on the number of human souls 
that have been destroyed in Red China? 

Mr. ALexanper. I have no estimate. I have no way of estimating 
at all. 

Mr. Arens. Have you any doubt but what millions of human souls 
have been destroyed by this force known as communism in Red China? 

Mr. Avexanper. It is highly possible and I am opposed to those 
methods of bringing—may I answer? 

Mr. Arens. Are you cognizant of the fact right now, while I am 
talking to you, in Red China 

Mr. Avexanper. May I finish answering? 

Mr. Arens. They have a system known as the spread eagle where 
they take people who are against the regime and they tie one hand 
to a horse, another hand to a horse, their head to a horse, a foot to a 
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horse, and the other foot to a horse and then they pull them bodily 
apart. Are you cognizant of that going on now in Red China? 

Mr. Auexanper. I have no expert knowledge of these facts. 

Mr. Arens. Are you cognizant—— 

Mr. Aexanper. I have read in the newspaper and I have no way 
of evaluating. 

Mr. Arens. Are you cognizant of the fact that Stalin, who over 
the course of a generation was the leader of this force of communism, 
was by his own colleagues, the present leader Khrushchev condemned 
as one who was brutal, a murderer, who destroyed hundreds of thou- 
sands of his colleagues in the ascendancy of this force in Soviet Rus- 
sia? Are you cognizant of that fact? 

Mr. Avexanper. Very cognizant of it. That is why I left the 
Communist Party. 

Mr. Arens. Are you cognizant of the fact that Khrushchev, the 
present leader of the Kremlin, is dripping in blood, that during the 
regime of Stalin, Khrushchev had charge of liquidation of an esti- 
mated 8 to 10 million of the Kulak class that he just mowed down, 
had mowed down and destroyed as a Kansas farmer would wheat? 
Are you cognizant of that fact? 

Mr. Avexanper. I am cognizant of all the brutalities committed by 
the Stalin regime. That is why I left the Communist Party. 

Mr. Arens. Are you cognizant of the fact-—— 

Mr. Aiexanper. I have no expert knowledge of any of these 
questions. 

Mr. Arens. Are you cognizant of the fact that that same force is 
the force that has been let loose of which you were a part and parcel 
for 20 years in this country, under whose flag you have protection? 

Mr. Atexanper. Mr. Chairman, I recall that the first question along 
this line of questioning I did not finish answering when counsel inter- 
rupted me. I would like that first question restated so I might finish 
answering. 

Mr. Arens. Let’s finish this question first and then go back to it. 
Are you cognizant of the fact that you have dedicated 20 years of 
your life to the promotion, the development, and the activity of this 
awful force on the soil of the country under whose flag you have 
protection 

Mr. Avexanper. Mr. Chairman, I will be glad to answer this ques- 
tion after I finish completion of the first question. 

Mr. Wiiuts. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Complete your answer. 

Mr. Wiru1s. I think he is entitled to have that first question read, 
if that is what he wants. 

Mr. Arens. Which question is it you are in doubt about? 

Mr. AuexanpDer. I think it was the first in this line of questions. 
It had something to do with Red China. 

Mr. Arens. Yes. Are you cognizant, in a word, of the horror now 
in vogue in Red China ? 

Mr. Avexanper. Mr. Chairman, I would request that the question 
as stated in the record be read back. 

Mr. Wiius. I think you remember it substantially, don’t you? 

Mr. Avexanper. I am not certain. 
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Mr. Arens. The essence of it, then, I shall now repeat, are you 
cognizant of the fact that in Red China now they are separating 
families, that they are digging up the graves of the ancestors to use 
them for fertilizer, they are taking those people who are no use any 
longer to this machine and killing them off as you and I might 
slaughter hogs, all for the purpose of the ascendancy of this force 
in its awful terrorism, the like of which this planet has yet to see? 
Are you cognizant that now in Red China 

Mr. Wiiuts. Let him answer that question fully, Counsel. 

Mr. Atexanper. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Arens. Go ahead and answer it. 

Mr. Atexanper. Mr. Chairman, I am advised by my counsel that 
I have the right to have the text of the question as originally asked 
to be read back to me from the record. I will be glad to finish answer- 
ing it. 

Mr. Arens. If there will be an answer we will strike the question 
and use the question I just asked. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Avexanper. Will you please restate it so I may answer accu- 
rately the question before. 

Mr. Arens. In essence, are you cognizant of the horror beyond 
human comprehension that is now in vogue in Red China? 

Mr. Atexanper. Yes. I am cognizant of it and I am very much 
opposed to it. Tam also cognizant of a great number of things that 
go on in the colonial world. I spent almost two years as an enlisted 
man in the American Army in India. I saw a great deal of all of 
southeast Asian nations. The first year I was in India under British 
rule, some 2 million people died of starvation in the streets of the 
city of Caleutta. Certainly I think this is a very difficult problem 
to solve. If you don’t have rapid industrialization of these colonial 
countries, millions of people die of starvation each year as they used 
to in old China. If you do have the rapid pace of industrialization 
that is necessary to stop this slow daily starvation among the people 
of Asia and Africa, so far it appears that the only way that it has 
been successfully done has been through the rapid brutal methods 
now being used in China. I am against them but it is a genuine 
dilemma, believe me. 

Mr. Wituts. Pardon me. I don’t want to interrupt you. We have 
instructions from the Federal judge not to permit smoking during 
hearings. 

Mr. Arens. Are you cognizant, sir, and this is the crucial question 
I want to pose to you now in all sincerity, that the force which has 
caused the destruction of an estimated 20 million people in the Soviet 
Union, that has caused an estimated millions upon millions to be 
destroyed in Red China, the force that cut loose in Korea, the force 
that cut loose in Hungary, the force that now has 33 million agents 
over the world in this Godless, atheistic communism, which is dedi- 
cated to the destruction of this Nation under whose flag you have 
protection is the same force to which you dedicated your life, your 
energies, your talents for 20 years? 

Mr. Avexanper. Well, I think, Mr. Chairman, in all honesty, I 
would respect the staff director’s description and ideals about com- 


622 COMMUNIST INFILTRATION OF VITAL INDUSTRIES—CHICAGO 


munism. I hope that he will respect my own. I am opposed to 
the Communist Party. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly just answer that question ? 

Mr. ALexanper. It is a very bad thing. Iam answering it. I an- 
swered it by leaving the Communist Party. However 
Mr. Arens. If you want to answer it, then tell us. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Wits. I think 

Mr. ALEXANDER. May I finish this question ? 

Mr. Arens. Go right ahead. 

Mr. Atexanper. Much as I am now opposed to the Communist 
Party, I don’t think that the Communist Party quite fits the descrip- 
tion staff counsel gave and I think a good number of other people 
think so. 

Mr. Arens. Do you think communism 

Mr. Arexanper. May I finish answering the question ? 

Mr. Arens. Go right ahead. 

Mr. Avexanper. I think the problem might be stated in a nutshell 
like this, that there are people who are opposed to—both the Com- 
munists and the committee I think have an unfortunate habit of try- 
ing to force a person either to be a Communist or a supporter of the 
position of, well, one might call what might be called the modern 
know-nothing position. I think most of the people in the United 
States are in the middle between the two. And I think I share that 
position. I am opposed to communism, but I am not so naive as to 
subscribe to the devil theory of history. I am opposed to commu- 
nism, but by being opposed to communism I don’t think that I have 
to become a know-nothing, a witch hunter and that type of thing. 

Mr. Arens. We don’t want you to become a know-nothing. 

Mr. Avexanper. I think I can have an honest, dispassionate, objec- 
tive, intellectual opposition to communism. 

Mr. I understand. 

Mr. Arexanper. Without becoming a witch hunter. 

Mr. Wuus. I think that answers the question adequately. 

Mr. Arens. Now, would you kindly tell us if you are opposed to 
communism, if you think it is an evil force, would you tell us, please, 
sir, the names of persons who to your certain knowledge are now par- 
ticipants as members of the Communist Party in the greater Chicago 
area ? 

Mr. Arpexanper. You asked me knowledge of people who are now 
members of the Communist Party. 

Mr, Arens. Who as of 1956 when you left the Communist Party. 

Mr. Avexanper. As of 1956? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arrxanper. Mr. Chairman, I would beg respectfully to de- 
cline to answer that question because I have been going through the 
unfortunate experience, very ses | losing my own job, by virtue of 
being summoned up here because I was a Communist in the past 


though I am not any longer, and I am conscious while I have been 
freely willing to testify about myself, my own activities, in con- 
science I can’t subject anybody else to the things I have been sub- 
jected to the past few days. 

Mr. Arens. May I ask you this question ? 
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Mr. Atexanper. I decline to answer any questions concerning names 
of other people. 

Mr. Wits. Let him complete. He has a right to explain his decli- 
nation. 

Mr. Atexanper. Matter of conscience. 

Mr. Arens. Just a matter of conscience in his case. 

Mr. AvexaNper. Right. 

Mr. Arens. Now, if you had been a member of a narcotics ring 
which was selling narcotics to destroy the bodies and souls of people 
in the Chicago area, and you for reasons of your own had decided 
“Well, this narcotics ring isn’t for me, I am now decidedly opposed 
to it,” would you come forward and tell the Government of the United 
States or its authorized agency the names of other persons in that 
narcotic ring, so that the Government of the United States might 
develop factual information with which to protect this society against 
the machinations and marauding of the narcotics ring ? 

Mr. Avexanver. Mr. Chairman, I would like your advice. I think 
that we are discussing subversive activities, not a narcotics ring. I 
believe the question would be irrelevant. Pretty hard to discuss the 
parallel because it is a big philosophical argument here. 

Mr. Arens. Do you feel the Communist operation in the United 
States today now is a vile force ? 

: Mr. Aexanper. The Communist operation in America now an evil 
orce? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Avexanper. Well, hardly. I think the Communist operation 
now is an impotent force, a sterile force, and in my own opinion that 
if it were not given all the publicity that it is given by committees like 
this one and a few others, that within a few months the Communist 
Party would be reduced to the same type of sterile impotency as the 
Social-Labor Party, the IWW have, and they would cease to be any 
factor at all in America. 

Mr. Arens. Are you cognizant of the fact that the best brains and 
best intelligence sources in the Government of the United States 
undercover agencies serving in the Communist Party, indeed people 
who testified in these very hearings, as well as undercover agents who 
have been giving information to this committee, unanimously without 
a sense of dissent profess that the Communist operation in the United 
States today now is a more serious, more deadly fifth column on 
American soil than ever before in the history of this Nation ? 

Mr. ALexanper. I am conscious of this fact. However, being an 
American citizen brought up on the Bill of Rights, I have long ago 
decided that when it comes to questions of making up my own mind, 
the realm of philosophy, politics, and moral ideas, as an American 
and while I can read what Government experts or anybody else say, 
my duty is tostudy these problems as carefully as I can from objective 
sources and come to my own conclusions. In the realm of philosophy, 
politics, I hardly consider police agents and people of that sort as 
experts. I would much rather go back to the original sources of 
Marx, Engels, Lenin, make objective decisions for myself, whether I 
am for or against them. People in Nazi Germany fell into the habit 
of letting their minds be made up for them by the official decisions 
of their government. I think it has been the whole spirit of our coun- 
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try that you should listen to what experts in your government say but 
read the stuff yourself and make up your own mind for yourself and 
that is what I tried to do. 

Mr. Arens. Have you made a study, then, of the operations out of 
the consulates and embassies of this Government of espionage agents 
in the pay and under the discipline of the Communist at 

Mr. Avexanper. I have no expert information. I read the news- 
papers like anybody else. 

Mr. Arens. Have you made a study of the current Communist 
political subversion campaign ¢ 

Mr. Avexanper. No; I have no expert information. For the last 
year and a half I have been quite disinterested in politics. 

Mr. Arens. Have you made a study of any Communist colonization 
program, whereby they are now sending into heavy industry, people 
who have been trained in training schools of revolution who efface all 
identities of themselves for the purpose of colonizing in heavy indus- 
try? Have you made a study of that ? 

Mr. Atexanprer. I have no expert information. I read what was 
reported in rep ena of this committee. But for the last year, a 
0 and a half I have become much more disinterested in politics than 


used to be. I have occupied myself in the field of literature and I 
expend most of my time writing a book so I have no expert knowledge 
on this. 

Mr. Wiis. Let me ask you this question, and I am not going to 
debate or characterize it, either way, for the information of this com- 
mittee. You are aware of the fact that they use colonization without 
putting any interpretation on it. You are aware of that, aren’t you / 


Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes; I am aware of it. 

Mr. Wuuts. In fact, let me ask you this, very frankly. I meant to 
ask you it a while ago; [am going to ask you now. With your educa- 
tional background that you related, and your knowledge of theoretical 
communism, everything else, did you consider yourself in later years 
engaged in the type of work that you performed—you said you studied 
to be a machinist—is that something of a definition of colonization, 
isn’t that about the type they use? If you were not one, isn’t that 
about the thing they use, in all honesty ? 

Mr. Arexanper. No. Inall honesty I could not have been colonized 
in 1949 when I became a machinist, because I had just been expelled 
from the Communist Party. The Communists had orders not even to 
associate with me, but I will answer about colonization as I knew it 
when I was a leader of the party. 

Yes, certainly, a Communist urged members to go to work in im- 
portant factories and things of that sort, they ona persuade them 
to do so and the reasons for it were quite simple and obvious. There 
was a big unionization drive going on in this country at that time and 
the Communist Party was, I think it is now, judged to be true by all 
labor historians, the Communists played quite a big role in organizing 
the CIO in the beginning, although they were kicked out, and Com- 
munists made every attempt to get their members to go to work in big 
factories where organizations were ahead, when organizers were 
needed, and so on. 

Mr. Wiis. And place them in posts of leadership, and so on. 

Mr. ALexanper. Not necessarily. 
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Mr. Wiis. I think that is the essence of what we have been—— 

Mr. Anexanper. I think in all honesty the Communists are quite 
willing to say, “Let the weight of the chemicals fall according to their 
weight.” If the workers would elect somebody who happened to be 
a Communist to an office, fine; if they wouldn’t elect them, that guy 
wasn’t doing a very good job. 

Mr. Wixuis. Proceed, Counsel. 

Mr. Arens. Did you teach in your training school force and vio- 
lence as a means to obtain the objectives of communism ? 

Mr. ALexanprr. No. 

Mr. Arens. Does the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Avexanper. Not in America. 

Mr. Arens. Does the Communist Party stand for the overthrow 
of the Government of the United States by force and violence? 

Mr. Auexanper. I don’t know what the Communist Party stands 
for now, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Now don’t equivocate with me. Did the Communist 
Party stand for it ? 

Mr. ALExANpvrer. When I was a member? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Avexanper. Did it stand for overthrow of the Government by 
force and violence ? 

Mr. Arens. Yes. 

Mr. Avexanper. No. 

Mr. Arens. Then were the 11 Communist traitors down in Foley 
Square convicted erroneously for advocating the overthrow of the 
Government of the United States by force and violence? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Arexanper. I am sorry, sir; I don’t have any legal qualifica- 
tions to give an answer to that question, not a lawyer. 

Mr. Arens. You said you spoke, you taught Marxism and Leninism. 

Mr. ALexanper. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Lenin advocated, did he not, that in essence we must 
use deceit, lies, anything that will further our cause? Isn’t that the 
essence of the technique used by Lenin and advocated by Lenin? 

Mr. ALexanper. Well, this is one of the reasons why I resigned 
from the Communist Party, because writing—— 

Mr. Arens. When were you taught that? 

Mr. Atrxanper. May I continue to answer that question when I am 
finished ? 

Mr. Arens. Go ahead. 

Mr. Avexanper. That the writing of Lenin, Lenin having been a 
Russian and living in Russia most of his life, were not applicable to 
an open democratic system such as we had in the United States. When 
Lenin wrote about deceit and lies and all that sort of thing, he was 
talking about an underground revolution, antimonarchist movement 
ina Czarist country, Russia. When I was in the United States Army, 
I know of people who employed deceit, lies, all that sort of thing, to 
an incredible extent, the OSS. Our American and British under- 
ground agents in occupied countries, and certainly we, when you are 
fighting—— 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly answer this question? It is not 
responsive at all to the question. You are giving a recitation. 
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Mr. Wixuis. I think you have given an adequate explanation. 

Mr. Arens. Now, sir, when you taught Marxism and Leninism in 
this leadership training school of the Communist Party, did you teach 
Marxism and Leninism absent, minus, without encompassing in your 
instructions the deceit, the lies, and the treachery that Lenin taught 
and advocated and wrote ? 

Mr. ALexanper. I never advocated deceit, lies, treachery. When I 
began to feel that the Communist Party was engaging in that sort of 
thing I left it. 

Mr. Arens. You taught in Marxism, Leninism out in Seattle back 
in the early 1940’s, didn’t you 4 

Mr. Avexanper. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. At that time you knew from Lenin that he taught 
deceit, lies, and the like, did you not? 

Mr. ALexanper. I taught that the—— 

Mr. Arens. Answer my question. Don’t equivocate with me. 
When you taught—— 

Mr. Atexanper. What is the question, please ? 

Mr. Arens. When you taught Marxism and Leninism in Seattle in 
the leadership training school of the Communists, did you then know 
that Lenin’s techniques, his advocacy, his teachings encompassed and 
embraced lying and deceit and misrepresentation as part of the tech- 
nique of communism ? 

Mr. Atexanper. I knew that to be true when operating, when Com- 
munists were working in an underground, illegal organization de- 
voted to the overthrow of the Russian czar and that is the only way 
anybody has ever accomplished anything against a complete dictator- 
ship. That is why I am so much in favor of maintaining democracy 
and the Bill of Rights in the United States so that I hope it will never 
have to have any movements that resort to lies and deceit here. People 
only do that when they have a complete dictatorship as our under- 
ground agents had to do. 

Mr. Arens. Did you, as of the time that you were teaching in the 
Lenin school, have this revulsion toward Lenin’s teachings of force 
and violence and of deceit and treachery ? 

Mr. ALexanper. I never taught in the Lenin school, sir. 

Mr. Arens. I say when you taught in the training school. 

Mr. Atexanper. Did I havea revulsion against lies, deceit, violence ? 

Mr. Arens. Against Lenin teaching of lying, deceit, and treachery. 

Mr. Avexanper. Yes. I had a revulsion against them. I am sure 
that most men in the OSS had a revulsion against the methods they 
had to use. They certainly would have preferred to use the kind of 
methods that we can use in political life in the United States under 
our Bill of Rights but revulsion or no revulsion they were operating 
in an occupied country against Hitler. They had to use them. 

Mr. Wi1u1s. Wait a second. 

Mr. Jonansen. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Arens. Do you 

Mr. Wiu1s. Wait a minute. 

Mr. Jouansen. As I understand you to testify you said that one of 
the reasons that you left the party was because of, and was timed to 
your discovery of, the advocacy and use of deceit and treachery and 
the advocacy of force and violence. 
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Mr. Wuss. Is that right? 

Mr. JoHanseEN. Is that correct? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes. 

Mr. Jonansen. Was it the fact that it was used in Russia that 
prompted you to develop that revulsion or was it the fact that it was 
—* preached, and practiced in the United States which caused 
that 

Mr. Avexanver. Well, the use of it in Russia certainly forcibly 
brought it to my attention and I don’t think it was used exactly in 
that way in the United States because the Communist Party never had 
government power in the United States like they had in Russia. But 
I certainly began to consider, for example, that my own expulsion 
from the Communist Party in 1948 was a rather inhuman and dis- 
honest thing to do. I think the people who expelled me from the 
Communist Party knew quite well that I was not a FBI agent or a 
FBI accomplice and yet they called me that in order to expel me be- 
cause I was a critic of theirs. I think this was dishonesty and deceit 
on their part, yes. But I don’t think the Communist Party in the 
United States ever practiced it on any grand scale like they did in 
Russia, to the extent of having people killed and so on. They were 
never in power. It isan altogether different situation. I don’t think 
the Communist Party, the Communist Party is made up of human 
beings, and no matter where you go, in what walk of life the people 
are rather queer ducks, with a great number of brothers—ambitions 
and deceit, and all that sort of thing. 

Mr. Wis. Of course, what we are interested in is information with 
regard to current operations and techniques of the Communist con- 
spiracy in America. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wits. As I understand, you will not reveal names of people 
with ra you were associated or go into those details today; is that 
correct 

Mr. ALexanper. Not today, or I am afraid at any time, sir, at least 
I hope not at any time. I hope I will never bring injury to innocent 
people. I don’t think I ever will. 

r. Witus. In doing so, I want to get the record perfectly straight 
for all purposes, and I hope your counsel will listen, in taking that 
position I do not recall that you have invoked any specific constitu- 
tional provision. You do it on the basis of conscience; is that correct ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. ALExAnpeER. I am declining to answer this type of question, sir, 
on the grounds of conscience, and on the advice of my attorneys, also 
on all constitutional grounds which might pertain to it, except that 
portion of the fifth amendment which speaks of protection against self- 
incrimination. 

Mr. Wiu1s. You do not invoke? 

Mr. Arexanper. I do not invoke that section of the fifth amend- 
ment which offers immunity against self-incrimination. That is the 
only one I do not. 


Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I will make this record absolutely clear 
because I expect to propound a very important question on this specific 
issue, and I invite your attention to the explanation that I want to 
make now of pertinency. 
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This subcommittee of the Committee on Un-American Activities is 
here in Chicago to develop factual information which will be of as- 
sistance to it in appraising the adequacy of our existing security laws 
and their administration, also for the purpose of accumulating infor- 
mation which might be of use to it in devising amendments to existin 
security laws to cope with the ever-changing tactics and strategy 0 
the Communist Party. It is obvious, sir, from your testimony here, 
and I will say I have all kinds of exhibits I was going to display to 

ou respecting your own Communist Party activities, information and 
owledge and techniques—it is obvious, sir, that you have a fund 
of ‘tne a of current Communist Party techniques and activities 
in the greater Chicago area. I say by current up to and including 
1956. In order for us to determine—— 

Mr. Wits. 1956 according to his testimony. 

Mr. Arens. According to his own testimony. 

According to your own testimony up until 1956, Now, it is obvious 
that before this committee could summon persons before it, in order 
to solicit from them information respecting Communist Party tech- 
niques, activities and the like, we must know the identity of those 
persons, I therefore now am going to ask you in a moment to give 
this committee the names of persons who to your certain knowled 
I don’t want any innocent people that you talked about—only those 
persons who, to your certain knowledge in 1956, were members of the 

ommunist Party, in the greater Chicago area, so that this committee 
can with that information either confirm partially or in toto, other 
bits of information respecting those persons and their activities or 
summon those persons before this committee to get additional infor- 
mation, all for our legislative purposes of appraising the adequac 
of existing legislation and its administration or to devise amend- 
ments to existing laws. 

Now, sir, with that explanation, I now ask you while you are under 
oath to name before this committee now the names of persons who, 
to your certain knowledge, were in 1956 members of the Communist 
Party and active as Communists in the greater Chicago area. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Avexanper. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Arens. Sir, so there will be no misunderstanding on this rec- 
ord, after I had just made this explanation and posed this question, 
you have been in consultation now with two of your lawyers; is that 
correct ? 

Mr. Avexanper. Correct. 

Mr. Arens. Who are appearing here with you today. 

Now, would you kindly respond to the question. 

Mr. Avexanper. Mr. Chairman, I would willingly stay here all 
day, all night, as long as the committee wants, to give them all infor- 
mation in my possession about Communist activities, Communist tech- 
niques up to 1956 when I had knowledge of these things. However, 
when it comes to identifying persons whom I knew as Communists up 
to 1956, I can’t evade the point that I might cause those people to go 
through the same thing I have had to go through for the past few 
days, including possible loss of a job. Most people who were in the 
Communist Party at that time, as the committee well knows, have left 
the Communist Party, and are now opposed to it. The Communist 
Party, in your own words—pardon me, sir. 
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Mr. Wits. You see, permit me to interrupt you. I think I catch 
your point, 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Certainly. 

Mr. Wis. It is for the very statement you just made, that argu- 
ment cannot possibly be accepted by us. You say as we well know, 
it is meaningless today. But, let us form a judgment on that by dig- 
ging into and being informed as to the techniques and so on. So, do 
you not see it is inconsistent, very difficult and unpleasant a task to 
permit a witness, not necessarily you, any witness to talk about his 
activities in his own way, believing perhaps all that that witness is 
saying is true, but not giving us an opportunity to check upon the 
truth or falsity of the witness on the stand, being questioned. And 
then painting a picture his way and stopping short and not permitting 
us to form a judgment. I am implying nothing by what I have said as 
to the truth or falsity of your own statement. We are now discussing 
a very serious question of law, believe me, and T will have to order you 
to answer that question for that reason and let me say this, as I indi- 
cated, we appreciate your appearance, we appreciate your task, we 
appreciate the position you are in. On the other hand, here is our 
position: This committee has been formed many years ago. ‘The talk 
about its lack of legislative purpose is not uncommon to us. We hear 
that all the time. We have to bear the brunt of criticism and all that 
goes with it. But from year to year we are directed to make a report 
to the Congress and we did that just last January on the work of last 
year, calendar year 1958. We were reconstituted and ordered to do 
this job. In the reformation of the committee through its financing, 
as far as I know out of 435 Congressmen, I don’t think there—-I really 
don’t recall one vote against ordering us to continue our legislative 
purpose. 

As to legislation, as the opening statement indicates, this commit- 
tee has made recommendation after recommendation. Some of the 
most delicate and penetrating security laws for good or bad accordin 
to the judgment of various people have been passed and as a result o 
our work. The Smith Act, the Foreign Agents Registration Act, the 
Communist Control Act, as I say, for good or bad, Congress voted 
them. We are directed to appraise them from year to year. That is 
our job, which is unpleasant. 

Now, when they talk about legislative purpose of this committee, 
let us see what it means, whether it is or 1s not the business of Con- 
gress to legislate upon this subject of communism. 

It isa painful truth that within your and my lifetime this ideology 
has taken over perhaps one-fourth of the population of the earth, 
of the world and perhaps in physical land mass perhaps a third or 
more without firing a shot. We are in trouble today. We have to 
vote something like $40 billion a year for national defense, national 
defense against whom and what? Who are the troublemakers? Who 
must we defend the taxpayers against, have to bleed through the 
nose? The Communists, of course. 

Now, anyone can, with a serious face, take an oath before this com- 
mittee and say, “Well, Congress is powerless to inquire into these 
things, the resolution is too vague for us to talk about it.” I make this 
lengthy statement to try to impress upon you that in ordering you to 
answer that question I am forced to. You go half way—your way— 
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without giving us an opportunity to recheck, to check, on what you 
say. Then we are led into this blind alley and then you have this 
warning. The committee appreciates the extent to which you have 
gone but with this explanation, I will order you to answer the ques- 
tion, unless, of course, you wish to take advantage of the invocation of 
the constitutional grounds, then it ends the matter. You have a per- 
fect right to do it. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. ALExanper. May I consult with counsel on this? It is obvi- 
ously a serious matter. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Witness, so I just pose a question to you, and your 
counsel might well listen because we want this record to be absolutely 
clear. 

Mr. Atexanper. There is a question pending. 

Mr. Arens. I want this to go on the record now. 

Do you understand, Mr. Witness, that your declination is not 
accepted by the committee and that the chairman of this subcom- 
mittee has ordered and directed you to answer the outstanding prin- 
cipal question? Do you understand that ? 

Mr. Marks. Yes. 

Mr. Avexanper. I understand. 

Mr. Wins. I am required to make that order under the decisions 
of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. Avexanper. I understand that. I think you have been re- 
spectful of my sincerity and I am certainly respectful of yours, sir. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Avexanper. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully must decline to 
answer on the grounds of conscience. In doing so I invoke all con- 
stitutional grounds for refusing to do so, including, but not limited 
to, the first amendment and the due process clause of the fifth amend- 
ment relating to scope of this inquiry and the power of the committee 
and the pertinence of the questions. ‘There is only one constitutional 
ground that I am not invoking and that is the privilege against 
self-incrimination. 

Mr. Arens. Now, sir, just so the record can be so clear it will be 
ludicrous to say it is not clear, you have just conferred with your 
two counsel, have you not, before you gave that response ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Avexanper. Yes, certainly. 

Mr. Arens. And you have set forth the grounds for your refusal 
after your consultation with them, indeed, I believe you have read it 
after you have prepared the exact answer, is that correct ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Avexanper. I decline to answer that question. I think it is 
irrelevant. The matter of the lawyer-client privilege is involved. 

Mr. Arens. All right. You still understand, now, do you not, 
that the committee as of this instant is continuing to insist upon the 
information, it is not accepting your declination? Do you under- 
stand that ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Avexanper. I understand that and [ hope that I will stand 
by my position for the rest of my life. 


q 
a 
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Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will con- 
clude the staff interrogation of this witness. 

Mr. Wixuts. The witness is excused. 

The committee will take an informal recess of 5 minutes. 

(Committee members present: Representatives Willis and Johan- 
sen. ) 

( Brief recess.) 

(Committee members present: Representatives Willis and Johan- 
sen. 

‘tr Wiis. The subcommittee will please come to order. 

Counsel, please call your next witness. 

Mr. Arens. The next witness, if you please, sir, will be Mr. Ber- 
nard Angert. 

Please come forward and remain standing while the chairman ad- 
ministers an oath. 

Mr. Wituts. Please raise your right hand. 

Mr. Meyers. Mr. Chairman, my client objects to the taking of 
photographs here. 

Mr. Wits. You are not under our jurisdiction until you have 
taken the oath. 

Do you solemnly swear—please raise your right hand. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give 
will be the truth, cae whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God ¢ 

Mr. Ancerr. I do. 

Mr. Wituis. Now, if you invoke the rule, no photographs. 

yt — Would you be good enough to ask that man to take 
the plate 

Mr. Wituts. No. That was before he was administered the oath. 
I have no—— 

Mr. Meyers. You know I made an attempt to stop it. 


TESTIMONY OF BERNARD ANGERT, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
IRVING MEYERS 


Mr. Arens. Now, would you kindly identify yourself by name, resi- 
dence, and occupation ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ancrrt. Iam Bernard Angert. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly keep your voice up a little bit. It is 
difficult to hear you. 

Mr. Ancerr. Bernard Angert. I live at 934 Fowler, in Evanston. 
Tama moldmaker. 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing here today, Mr. Angert, in response 
toasubpena which was served upon you by this committee ? 

Mr. Ancerr. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. And you are represented by counsel / 

Mr. Ancerr. By counsel. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, would you kindly identify yourself on this 
record ¢ 

Mr. Meyers. My name is Irving Meyers, Chicago, Il. 

At this time, Mr. Chairman, [ addressed a telegram on April 30 
to the chairman of your committee, Mr. Walter, and IT would like to 
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know if I can have an answer to the request that I made there for an 
executive session. The reason I made that request was to prevent my 
client from suffering from public scorn and stigma that was de- 
nounced in the Watkins case and to preserve his whole interest and 
to prevent him from feeling the injury that attaches to anybody that 
appears at this hearing in open—— 

Mr. Arens. Now, would you kindly tell us where and when you 
were born ¢ 

Mr. Meyers. Mr. Chairman, may I have an answer? 

Mr. Arens. No. Counsel understands the rules of the committee, 
a copy of which I see before you. Your sole and exclusive preroga- 
tive is to advise your client. 

Now, kindly tell us where and when you were born. 

Mr. Meyers. You do not see a copy of the rule. You see a copy 
of the DAR manual for citizenship. 

Mr. Anens. It looked like the rules, same color. 

Mr. Meyers. I might add you didn’t furnish us with a copy of the 
rules and I request one. 

Mr. Arens. I will kindly advise you now, sir, your sole and exclu- 
sive prerogative, as the chairman said in his opening statement yester- 
day, is to advise your client. Kindly tell us where and when you were 
born. . 

Mr. Ancerr. Mr. Chairman, | would like to request, as a matter of 
record as I did request this as of my counsel, this telegram be read into 
the record. [I would like to read it, if Lmay. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly answer the question where and when 
you were born 

Mr. Winuis. You may hand it to counsel. 

Mr. Arens. We will be glad to receive anything you want to tender 
there. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Ancerr. One moment, please. 

Mr. Arens. Now, would you kindly tell us where—— 

Mr. Ancerr. Just a moment. I would like to make this request 
again of the chairman. This telegram was sent some time ago, a week 
ago, and this request was made most sincerely and I want this as a 
matter of record, please, and now I feel that in the situation as 
outlined by my counsel, that any service I can do this committee I can 
do them equally well in executive session without the stigma of public- 
ity attached. 

Mr. Arens. We don’t want to be accused any more of star-chamber 
procedures. 

Now, would you kindly tell us where and when you were born 7 

Mr. Ancert. I made the request of the chairman. 

Mr. Arens. Mr, Chairman, I respectfully suggest the witness now 
be ordered and directed to answer the question where and when he was 
born. 

Mr. Wits. The telegram is received and you may proceed. 

Mr. Arens. Will you kindly answer the question ? 

Mr. Ancerr. What is your question ? 

Mr. Arens. Where and when were you born? 

Mr. Ancerr. I was born October 19, 1919, in Chicago, Il. 
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Mr. Arens. Give us a word, please, sir, respecting your formal 
education. 

Mr. Ancert. As I can remember it, I graduated from high school 
here in Chicago, and I attended Central YMCA College, the city 
colleges, and the University of Illinois, over a 4- or 5-year period, not 
continuous attendance, I did not graduate and there may have been 
other things as well. 

Mr. Arens. Did that complete your formal education ? 

Mr. Ancert. No; that did not complete my formal education. I 
don’t know. Formally, yes. I also attended trade schools and took 
courses in keeping with information as regards my trade as a mold- 
maker. I took courses in machine-shop practice, courses in mechani- 
cal drafting, engineering drawings, and things of that kind. 

Mr. Arens. When did you complete your formal education in the 
school that you told us about a moment ago, please, sir? 

Mr. Ancerr. I would say that in the sense that I answered it previ- 
ously I would say it was 1940, 1941, although I might point out that 
I have taken courses after I got out of the Army as well, very recently, 
again in courses related to my trade. 

Mr. Arens. Now, give us, if you please, sir, just the principal 
employments which you have had since you completed your formal 
education. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ancert. I worked after finishing my education as you point 
out, I went to work in a machine shop; left for the services and then 

Mr. Arens. Where did you serve in the armed services? Could you 
help us on that, please, sir? 

Mr. Ancerr. Certainly. Trained in this country and I served over- 
seas in Italy. 

Mr. Arens. When were you discharged ? 

Mr. AnGert. End of 1945. 

Mr. Arens. Did you have a commission ? 

Mr. Ancerr. No. 

Mr. Arens. All right, sir. Beginning about 1945 when you were 
discharged would you kindly give us just your principal employments? 

Mr. AnGert. I can tell you then again because of the type of work 


that I do and the fact that it is common practice for moldmakers, spe- 
cial type of tool and diemaking, to jump from shop to shop, you can- 
not pin me on exact dates because I could not ere 


Mr. Arens. We don’t want to do that. Just your best judgment. 

Mr. Anoert. Allright. Immediately after getting out of the armed 
services I worked for United Electrical, Radio & Machine Workers 
of America. 

Mr. Arens. In what capacity ? 

Mr. Ancert. Asa field representative of a local union, and I worked 
for them between a year and a half and 2 years. 

Mr. Arens. All] right, sir. And then your next principal employ- 
ment 

Mr. Ancerr. And then I went into a machine shop and I have 
worked in a number, I would say a dozen in rounding out the figure, 
small machine shops or jobbing shops of that kind. 
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Mr. Arens. Have you been active in IAM? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. AnGErt. What do you mean by IAM? 

Mr. Arens. International Association of Machinists. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ancerr. I would like to know what the pertinency of my mem- 
bership in that union is to this committee and its purpose. 

Mr. Arens. I will then hold that question for just a few minutes. 
a you now or have you ever been a member of the Communist 

arty? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ancert. I decline to answer that question, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Arens. Why? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Ancerr. For the reasons that I will enumerate, if I may. 

Mr. Arens. I didn’t hear you, sir. 

Mr. Wituis. For the reasons he will enumerate. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ancrrr. I decline to answer the question because I believe it is 
for violating the first amendment, which insures me the right of free- 
dom of association. 

Mr. Arens. You are reading now from a prepared statement, is 
that correct ? 

Mr. Ancert. I am reading now, Mr. Counsel, from a statement that 
I prepared with my attorney because I am a layman and I wanted to 
make very sure that there would be no question in the mind of this 
committee exactly what my position is. It is not a lengthy statement ; 
itisasimple position. I want to be heard on it. 

Mr. Arens. Goahead. I wantto be clear. 

Mr. Ancerr. I am doing now. I would like to read, if I may. 
T believe you are violating the first amendment, which insures to me 
the right of freedom of association and belief in assembly and right 
of privacy. Further, I don’t believe that you are authorized to make 
the inquiry you are making for the reason that your powers are vague 
and indefinite and have no legitimate relationship to legislative pur- 

ses. Further, I don’t fully understand or know the purposes of this 

earing. 

Further, whatever your purpose may be I do not think the question 
is pertinent to those sole purposes. And further, I wish to assert the 
fifth amendment for the reason publicity attached to these hearings 
have made me reprehensive. 

I therefore feel the answer to certain questions here such as the one 
you proposed may be a link in a chain of testimony that may subject 
me to criminal prosecution and the answer to the question propounded 
may tend to incriminate me. 

For these reasons and for others I would like to decline to answer 
the previous question. 

Mr. Arens. Sir, are you now, this very moment, a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ancert. I decline to answer, Mr. Counsel, the same reasons just 
previously given. 
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Mr. Arens. Would you kindly tell us whether or not you are engaged 
in Communist Party work in the International Association of Ma- 
chinists as a colonizer or as an agent of the Communist Party in any 
capacity ? 

The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

r. Arens. Mr. Chairman, so there may be no misconstruction to 
this particular question, I should like to make an observation on the 
record that through the years, over a generation’s experience in this 
work on congressional committees, in fighting communism, it has been 
my personal observation that the International Association of Ma- 
chinists is one of the strongest anti-Communist organizations in the 
Nation, and the fact that I have just posed the question should not in 
any sense be used as “a reflection upon the very splendid en of 
that organization to rid itself of Communists and to keep Communists 
out of it. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ancert. I would appreciate, Mr. Counsel, if you would repeat 
your question. 

Mr. Arens. I must confess at this late hour of the day, the tiring 
work we are doing here, I have forgotten the specifics of the question. 

Mr. Wituts. Are you now engaged 

Mr. Arens. Oh, yes. Are you now engaged in Communist Party 
activities as a Communist in the International Association of Ma- 
chinists ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ancerr. This is not the question you posed, Counsel. As I re- 
member it wasn’t even vaguely that way. In this instance I wish to 
take the same position I took previously. 

Mr. Arens. Are you connected with the International Association 
of Machinists in any capacity 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Anoert. I think you are invading—I think I made this clear— 
you are invading an area which is a question of interference and I don’t 
think you have authority to do that. If you want to ask me specific 
questions, ask them. 

Mr. Arens. Will you kindly answer the question outstanding. 

Mr. Ancert. What is your specific question ? 

Mr. Arens. Are you connected in any capacity with the Interna- 
tional Association of Machinists ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ancerr. I ama member. 

Mr. Arens. How long have you been a member ? 

Mr. Ancerr. For 11 years, a little over. 

Mr. Arens. Have you held any office in the International Associa- 
tion of Machinists ? 


Mr. ANGERT. No office in the International Association of 
Machinists. 


Mr. Arens. Have you ever attended Communist Party training 
schools? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ancerr. I decline to answer that question and any similar ques- 
tions you may have for the reasons I have already given. 
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Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will con- 
clude the staff interrogation of this witness. 

Mr. Wiiuis. The witness is excused. 

The committee will stand in recess until tomorrow morning at 10 
o'clock. 

(Committee members present: Representatives Willis and Johan- 
sen.) 

(Whereupon, at 4:32 p.m., Wednesday, May 6, the subcommittee 
adjourned to reconvene at 10 a.m., Thursday, May 7, 1959.) 


COMMUNIST INFILTRATION OF VITAL INDUSTRIES 
AND CURRENT COMMUNIST TECHNIQUES IN THE 
CHICAGO, ILL., AREA 


THURSDAY, MAY 7, 1959 


Untrep Starrs House or Representatives, 
SUBCOMMITTER OF THE 
Committers oN Un-AMerICAN ACTIVITIES, 
Chicago, 
PUBLIC HEARINGS 


The subcommittee of the Committee on Un-American Activities 
met, pursuant to recess, at 10:04 a.m., in courtroom 209, U.S. Court- 
house, 219 South Clark Street, Chicago, Ill., Hon, Edwin E. Willis 
(subcommittee chairman) presiding. 

Subcommittee members present: Representatives Edwin E. Willis, 
of Louisiana (presiding) and August E. Johansen, of Michigan. 

Staff members present: Richard Arens, staff director, and Raymond 
T. Collins, investigator. 

Mr. Wuu1s. The subcommittee will please come to order. 

(Subcommittee members present: Representatives Willis and 
Johansen.) 

Mr. Wituts. Counsel will call the first witness. 

Mr. Arens. Joseph Poskonka, kindly come forward. Remain 
standing while the chairman administers an oath. 

Mr. Wits. Please raise your right hand. Do you solemnly swear 
that the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Posxonxa. Yes, sir, I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH A. POSKONKA 


Mr. Arens. Kindly identify yourself by name, residence, and 
occupation. 

Mr. PoskonKa. My name is Joseph A. Poskonka. I reside at 5019 
South Loomis, Chicago, Ill. Occupation at present, unemployed. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Poskonka, are you right now in the Communist 
operation ¢ 

Mr. Poskonxa. Yes, up to the present minute I have been a 
functionary. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Poskonka, have you in addition to participating 
as a functionary in the Communist operation been a part and a mem- 
ber of that formal entity known as the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Poskonka. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Arens. When did you join the Communist Party? 

Mr. Poskonxa. It was in 1943 at the time when our Nation was 
involved in the campaign of returning back to the Philippine Islands, 
when we first attacked Guadalcanal. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Poskonka, have you ever been in sympathy with 
the Communist Party, ideologically with the Communist Party? 

Mr. Posxonxka. No, sir. At no time did I ever believe in Commu- 
nist Party principles or today or will ever. That is nothing but a 
threat worse than a rattlesnake. 

Mr. Arens. All of your service in the Communist operation, up 
to and including this very instant has been as a person who went into 
the Communist movement at the behest and with the cooperation of 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation for the a a of supplying 
information to your Government, is that not correct? 

Mr. Poskonka. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. I expect to interrogate you on several items in the 
course of your testimony this morning, but I should like at the outset 
to ask you first of all, based upon your background and experience 
since 1943 until this instant in the Communist operation and your 
participation in the Communist Party as a formal entity, to tell this 
committee now, while you are under oath, how serious is the Commu- 
nist movement, the Communist operation in the United States this 
instant. 

Mr. Poskonka. It is very, very serious. 

Mr. Arens. Why ? 

Mr. Poskonka. Because of being undercover. They are using the 
scheme which instead of using openly the Communist Party, they 
are using front organizations and labor, and people think they are 
strictly a decent organization, fighting for labor. And at the same 
time today what they are trying to do is demoralize everybody and 
if anybody doesn’t go along with their program they denounce them 
as a traitor and union-buster and everything under the sun, and also 
their aim is to demoralize not only the entire membership, but mor- 
ally the entire public organization in the case of strike. They can 
cut out food entirely from the entire public of the United States 
as well as everybody else and then cut out of the Army food and sup- 
plies which is most necessary in order to win the war. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Poskonka, may I inquire what distinction do you 
make between the Communist Party and the Communist operation ? 

Mr. Poskonxa. The Communist Party is an organization which 
gives directly the rulings and as far as the definition is concerned the 
people are functionaries. 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Poskonka, may I pursue with you just a 
little bit some of the highlights of your career in the Communist 
operation? Where and when did you join the formal entity known 
as the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Poskonxa. Upon entering the Federal Bureau of Investiga- 
tion, when I heard a teacher from the Abraham Lincoln School, which 
happened to be attending a class or teaching a class speaking on the 
subject of the Guadalcanal invasion. At that time I couldn’t digest it 
because they said the invasion the United States had been making 
and return to the Philippines was all in vain. 
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In other words, the blood that was shed by our Armed Forces at 
Guadalcanal or any other front was in vain altogether. At the same 
time my kid was in there as well. But I am not only speaking for 
my kid but the entire Armed Forces or anybody who served in the 
Armed Forces of the United States. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Poskonka, could you just tell us the date ? 

Mr. Poskonxa. As far as the date exactly, it was in the month of 
May. But when I called in to the Bureau and they sent two men and 
asked me if I would voluntarily serve the United States, and I said 
I sure would do anything to help the United States. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Poskonka, may I suggest from the standpoint of 
the committee being able to interpret your comments, if you would 
speak just a little slower, please, sir. 

Mr. Posxonxa. OK. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Poskonka, where did you join the formal entity 
known as the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Posxonxa. I was signed up at 4758 Marshfield Street, which 
was the headquarters of District No. 1 of the United Packinghouse 
Workers of America. 

Mr. Arens. How long did you serve that entity ? 

Mr. Poskonka. Just a moment. Let me explain I was signed into 
the branch—24th Chicago ward. From there I was transferred to 
Back-of-the-Yards Club which served the entire southwest section 
of the city of Chicago. 

Mr. Arens. Then what was your next unit to which you were 
assigned 4 

Mr. Poskonxa. From that—that unit was broken up into the Pack- 
inghouse Section from the Communist Party—also the Joseph Hill 
Club, which served the Campbell Soup Co. I remained in the Pack- 
inghouse Section because of being employed by the packinghouse. 

Mr. Arens. How long did you remain in the Packinghouse Section 

Mr. Posxonxa. Until 1948, as long as it had been in force. 

Mr. Arens. From 1948 on you continued as a functionary of the 
Communist operation, disassociated from the formal entity known as 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Poskxonxa. Correct. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Tell us just a word, just the identification of the Com- 
munist front groups that you served in as a functionary of the Com- 
munist operation. 

Mr. Posxonxa. Well, there were quite a few. 

Mr. Arens. Just name the principal ones, please. 

Mr. Poskonxka. The Midwest Committee for Protection of Foreign 
Born was one. I happened to be treasurer. 

Mr. Arens. Was it controlled by the Communist operation ? 

Mr. Posxonxka. That is right, strictly Communist. They did not 
protect anybody else at any time but the Communists. 

Mr. Arens. Your next assignment, please ? 

Mr. Poskonka. Next, Civil Rights Congress. 

Mr. Arens. What post did you hold in the Civil Rights Congress? 

Mr. Poskonxa. Member of the Illinois executive board of the Civil 
Rights Congress. 

Mr. Arens. The next one, please? 
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Mr. Poskonxka. Then at that time was also Slav Congress. 

Mr. Arens. The American Slav Congress ? 

Mr. Poskonka. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. What post did you hold there? 

Mr. PoskonKa. National vice president. 

Mr. Arens. Was that controlled by the operation ? 

Mr. Poskonxka. Yes, sir. It was also controlled by the Communists. 

Mr. Arens. Your next operation ? 

Mr. Poskonxa. There were National Negro Labor Council and—— 

Mr. Arens. Was that controlled by the Communist operation 4 

Mr. PoskonKa. That is right, strictly Communist. 

Mr. Arens. All right, sir. 

Mr. Poskonka. The one following I just mentioned was the 
NAACP. That was not dominated yet, but well infiltrated. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Poskonka, may I inquire on the basis of your 
service in the Communist operation up to and including the present 
instant, and your particular service in the packinghouse segment of 
the Communist operation, how serious is the penetration by Com- 
munists of the packinghouse industry in the greater Chicago area? 

Mr. PoskonKa. It is very serious because they are dominating and 
any decent person of any kind that might be a decent American citi- 
zen that would want to represent labor as a decent leader or decent 
citizen, if he is not a member of the Communists or in sympathy he 
could not be elected to office because he would be slammed as a union 
boss or racketeer of some kind. 

Mr. Arens. During all of your service in the Communist operation 
you have been reporting regularly to the Federal Bureau of Investi- 

tion ¢ 
PosxonkKA. Right. 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Poskonka, kindly tell this committee whether 
or not during your service in the Communist Party, as distinct now 
from the operations as such, did you know as a Communist a man by 
the name of Charles Hayes? 

Mr. Posxonka. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Give us just a word about him, please, sir. 

Mr. Poskonxa. Charles Hayes happened to be one of the very per- 
sons—when the Packinghouse Section happened to be formed he was 
one of the first secretaries of the Packinghouse Section and he served 
in the Communist Party ever since. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know as a Communist a man by the name of 
Sam Parks? 

Mr. Posxonka. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Just a word about him, please, sir? 

Mr. Poskonka. He also worked on the same basis. He was also 
one of the representatives. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Poskonka, may I interrupt you? It is obvious to 
me and it must be to the committee that you are a little tense today, 
and I don’t condemn you for it at all because it was a tense life you 
led in the Communist operation at the behest of your Government. I 


wonder if in your presentation here, if you could slow down a little 
bit. 
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Did you know as a Communist a person by the name of Leon 
Beverly ? 

Mr. Poskonka. Yes, sir, also. 

Mr. Arens. Just a word about Leon Beverly, please ? 

Mr. Poskonxa. He also was one of the leaders of this Communist 
Party in section of Armour & Co. branch. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know as a Communist a person by the name 
of Jesse Prosten, P-r-o-s-t-e-n ? 

Mr. PoskonKka. Yes. He belonged to the Back-of-the-Yards Club 
and then also was transferred into the Packinghouse Section. 

Mr. Arens. To your certain knowledge was Jesse Prosten a mem- 
ber of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Poskonxa. Yes, sir; he was a member and a cardholder at the 
same time, 

Mr. Arens. What was his status within the packinghouse operation 
of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Poskonxa. He was a top ax. Anybody that didn’t meet his 
approval, nobody could get a job or even serve on any committee or 
serve the union. 

Mr. Arens. What union? 

Mr. Poskonxa. Packinghouse union. 

Mr. Arens. You mean the United Packinghouse Workers? 

Mr. Posxonxa. That is right. Iam referring to the United Pack- 
inghouse Workers. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know as a Communist a person by the name 
of Jack Souther ? 

Mr. Posxonxa. Yes, sir; he served as the treasurer to the Packing- 
house Section. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know as a Communist a person by the name 
of Leslie Orear? 

Mr. Posxonxa. Yes, sir. From the very beginning he also was a 
member of the Back-of-the- Yards Club. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know as a Communist a person by the name 
of Joe Zabritski ? 

Mr. Poskonxka. Yes, sir. He was a treasurer, the very first treas- 
urer of the Packinghouse Section, Communist Party. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know as a Communist a person by the name of 
John Lewis? 

Mr. Poskonxa. John Lewis happened to be a schoolmate. We were 
attending the Communist Party Workers School in August of 1945. 
He attended the school along with me, the class. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Poskonka, you have been interrogated extensively, 
both formally and informally in private sessions by this committee, 
have you not? 

Mr. Posxonxa. I sure have. 

Mr. Arens. I do not want at this time, if the chairman please, to 
go into matters that would either duplicate information that has been 
presented to this committee by other witnesses or matters which are 
not germane to the immediate subject of inquiry. 

Therefore, I have only a few more questions to pose to you. 

Based upon your background and experience in the Communist 
operation, do you have information respecting the dissemination into 
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other areas of Communist agents who will be following the meat 
packing decentralization program into other States ? 

Mr. Poskonka. Yes. As far as I know from the time, teaching in 
our class, they were to cover all food industry or anything that is 
allied, any concerns, regardless, not only Chicago but any part of the 
country. 

Mr. Arens. It is our information, and we are not by any means 
experts, or even amateurs, on the meatpacking industry, but that 
there are, in addition to the meatpacking operations in the greater 
Chicago area, smaller operations in the adjoining States. Are you 
cognizant of that? 

Mr. Poskonxa. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Has the nest of Communist agents in the greater 
Chicago area in the meatpacking industry undertaken to penetrate in 
the adjoining States ? 

Mr. Posxkonka. Their aim is to cover every part of the country, 
every industry that is allied with food. 

Mr. Arens. What areas, what States, what localities have been the 
targets of the operation from the Chicago center by the comrades? 

Mr. Poskonka. From Chicago, our Chicago district right now, 
before used to cover, Indiana, Illinois, and part of Wisconsin. Now 
it has been enlarged. So we are covering Ohio, Michigan, Illinois, 
Indiana, and I don’t know, one other State. I don’t know exactly 
what the district covers, all States. But anyway they are to cover 
all the States there are in District No. 1. 

Mr. Arens. Now have the comrades here in this centralized, focal 
point of Communist operation in the meat industry sent some of 
their membership as colonizers or as agents to these other localities? 

Mr. PosxonKa. Yes, sir, they did. That is a part of their job. 

Mr. Arens. You have discussed that in detail in executive session 
with this committee 7 

Mr. Posxonxka. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Have you received communications from the Commu- 
nist operation since this committee has been in town on these 
hearings? 

Mr. Poskonka. Yes, I have. Do you want this or want me to 
read it or what ? 

Mr. Arens. Just allude to them, please, sir. I don’t want at this 
time to get into the extraneous matter beyond just the reference to 
the fact that you have been currently contacted by the conspiracy or 
the operation to do certain things. 

Mr. Posxonka. This is an invitation. 

Mr. Arens. Would you just tell us the various organizations con- 
trolled by the conspiracy which have been in communication with 
you in the course of the last few days ? 

Mr. Poskonka. This is Midwest Committee for Protection of For- 
eign Born. They invited me to attend their conference that is going 
to take place May 12. 

Mr. Arens. Are there any other similar communications that have 
come to your attention in the last few days ? 

Mr. Poskonxa. There was another one. Just a minute. This is 
an open letter, religious piece, invites you to second public conversa- 
tion. A meeting was taking place Thursday evening April 30, 1959. 
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Mr. Arens. Have you received similar communications ¢ 

Mr. Poskonka. That is it. 

Mr. Arens. These communications relate to the surface operations 
of the conspiracy, do they not ? 

Mr. Poskonxa. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Have you over the course of the last few years been 
concentrating on behalf of the conspiracy in the surface work ? 

Mr. Poskonka. Oh, yes, yes. That is what I was asked to do, and 
I go out and do a good job. Not only that but the most important 
part lately which is a long-range program is the farm labor unit 
covering various fairs, State fairs, county fairs, and so on, using 
propaganda to get the farmer and labor, in order to get them in one 
political party, the same as is taking place in Russia. 

Mr. Arens. I do not think there are other areas which are pres- 
ently germane to the scope of inquiry which the committee has at this 
time. We want to thank you for the information which you have 
supplied to us, not only here, but principally in executive session and 
in consultation with the staff on a vast array of activities. 

Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will conclude the staff 
interrogation of this witness. 

Mr. Wituts. May I ask a couple of questions ? 

Where were you born ? 

Mr. Poskonka. Chicago, Ill. 

Mr. Wiis. Did I understand you to say you have a family? 

Mr. Poskonka. Yes. I have a family, wife and eight children. 

Mr. Wiiuts. How many children 

Mr. Poskonxa. Wife and eight children. Fifteen grandchildren. 

Mr. Wituis. And you have been reporting to the FBI regularly 
in connection with the work you have been doing ? 

Mr. Posxonka. From 1943 on until last September of 1958. 

Mr. Wits. I suppose the reports are not regular. There might 
be many reports at one time and fewer reports at other times. 

Mr. Poskonxa. Correct, it depends on the amount of activity. 

Mr. Wits. I want to say this to you, sir, that we have had ex- 
perience with American citizens who were asked by the FBI to assist 
the Government in assembling facts and data and information con- 
cerning the machinations of the Communist conspiracy. I do not 
know whether you know it, but I suppose you do, you have been 
with that organization long enough that before they picked you out 
they thoroughly investigated you. If you are good enough for J. 
Edgar Hoover, you are good enough for me. And T want to ex- 
press the thanks of the committee on our own behalf and on behalf 
of the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. Poskonxa. May I say something? I would like to correct 
something. I mean not correct, but I want to add on, that I wish to 
thank the United States Government in the first place for giving me 
this chance. Also at the same time I wish to state there are a couple 
of errors that had taken place previously where T had been pin- 
pointed as a Communist. The hearings in 1952, at the time when I 
= pinpointed out by Roy Thompson, a guy which testified for the 

ureau. 

Mr. Wiis. He was testifying truthfully. 
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Mr. Posxonxa. But at the same time my family and myself have 
been discriminated very badly and hurt, cut up to pieces because peo- 
ple pointed and thrown bricks and slapped me in the face and done 
everything imaginable because the neighborhood I lived in, there are 
no Communists and they can’t stand a Communist. 

Mr. Wits. That is always the case. 

Mr. Poskonxa. Just a minute. Also in 1956, the same thing, the 
kid was going to school, was pointed out; and I was coming home 
from church. People out of the church would come out and say, 
“Here goes a Communist.” 

Mr. Arens. You stayed in the operation ? 

Mr. Poskonxka. Yes. Serve our country and American flag. There 
is nothing better, worth fighting for. 

Mr. Arens. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Wiruts. Some of the very people critical of you were also peo- 
ple working under the auspices or at the behest of the Government ? 

Mr. Poskxonxa. That is right. 

Mr. Wituts. Thank you so much. 

Mr. Arens. The next witness, if you please, Mr. Chairman, will be 
Mr. John P. Lewis. 

Please come forward. 

Mr. Lewis. Mr. Chairman, would you call the name given you? It 
is John Lewis, plain John Lewis. 

Mr. Arens. John Lewis? 

Mr. Lewis. That is right. 

Mr. Wiis. Please raise your right hand. Do you solemnly swear 
that the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Lewis. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JOHN LEWIS, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
BELFORD V. LAWSON, JR. 


Mr. Arens. Kindly identify yourself by name, residence, and 
occupation. 

Mr. Lewis. John Lewis, 5400 South Woodlawn Avenue, Chicago, 
Ill.; work at the Swift packing plant. 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today in response to a subpena 
which was served upon you by this committee ? 

Mr. Lewis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. And youare represented by counsel ? 

Mr. Lewis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, kindly identify yourself. 

Mr. Lawson. Belford Lawson, Washington, D.C. 

Mr. Arens. How long have you been employed at your present 
place of employment ? 

Mr. Lewis. Since 1924. 

Mr. Arens. Have you in the course of your employment been active 
in the United Public Workers ? 

Mr. Lewis. I remember—no. 

Mr. Arens. Excuse me. The United Packinghouse Workers? 

Mr. Lewis. Right. 

Mr. Arens. What office have you held? 
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Mr. Lewis. I have held vice president, president, and chief steward, 

Mr. Arens. Of what? . 

Mr. Lewis. Of the United Packinghouse Workers of America, 
AFL-CIO. 

Mr. Arens. Was that of a local? 

Mr. Lewis. One local. 

Mr. Arens. What local, please? 

Mr. Lewis. Local 28. 

Mr. Arens. Where does it operate? 

Mr. Lewis. At the district headquarters, 4859 South Wabash Ave- 
nue, and we have a suboffice at 4306 South Ashland. 

Mr. Arens. Over what period of time did you hold these various 
offices to which you have just referred ? 

Mr. Lewis. 1949, I was first elected in 1949, 1950, and 1951. I was 
president. In 1952 I was chief steward of the local. In 1953 I didn’t 
run for anything. In 1954 I went back for vice president. In 1955 
I went back for vice president; in 1956, 1957, 1958 I went back again 
for president, and 1959 I ran back for president. 

Mr. Wituts. And were you elected ? 

Mr. Lewis. And was elected; yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Are you presently then the president of this local? 

Mr. Lewis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Where and when were you born? 

Mr. Lewis. February 11, 1905. 

Mr. Arens. Where? 

Mr. Lewis. In Natchez, Miss. 

Mr. Arens. Give us just a word, please, about your education ¢ 

Mr. Lewis. Finished the elementary school. 

Mr. Arens. When? 

Mr. Lewis. About 40 years ago. 

Mr. Arens. Since about 1924 you say you have been working at the 
packinghouse here? 

Mr. Lewis. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now or have you ever been a member of the 
Communist Party 

Mr. Lewis. Never—I refuse to answer that question. Strike that. 
I refuse to answer that question on the fifth amendment of the Con- 
stitution of the United States and on the ground in may incrim- 
inate me. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know the man who just preceded you on the 
witness stand, Joseph Poskonka ? 

Mr. Lewis. I do. 

Mr. Arens. He testified a few moments ago that he knew you as a 
member of the Communist Party. Was he in error or was he accurate ? 

Mr. Lewis. I refuse to answer that question because it may in- 
criminate me. 


Mr. Arrns. Are you now a member of the Communist Party # 

Mr. Lewis. No. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever resigned from the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Lewis. I refuse to answer that question on the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Did you resign technical membership in the Communist 
Party and maintain yourself in the Communist operation so that you 
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could deny current membership in the Communist Party, if and when 
interrogated under oath? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Lewis. No. 

Mr, Arens. Have you been a member of the Communist Party at 
any time since the passage of the Taft-Hartley Act? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Lewis. No. 

Mr. Arens. Are you against the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Lewis. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have information respecting persons who to 
your certain knowledge are or have been members of the Commu- 
nist Party ? 

Mr. Lewis. I refuse to answer that question, fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. If you are now against the Communist Party, why do 
you not tell this committee ? 

Mr. Lewis. Strike the answer—repeat that question again. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have information respecting persons who to 
your certain knowledge are now or have been members of the Commu- 
nist Party ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Lewis. I have no such knowledge. 

Mr. Arens. Do I understand you to say you have no knowledge of 
anyone who at any time has been a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Lewis. No such knowledge. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been a member of the Communist 
Party ? 

Mr. Lewis. I refuse to answer that question on the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know whether or not Poskonka has been a mem- 
ber of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Lewis. I refuse to answer that question, fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know a man by the name of John Hackney ? 

Mr. Lewis. I do. 

Mr. Arens. John Hackney testified that he knew you as a member 
of the Communist Party. Was Hackney in error when he made that 
statement ? 

Mr. Lewis. I refuse to answer that question, fifth amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States, on the grounds it may incriminate 
me. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever served in the Communist Party with 
Hackney ? 

Mr. Lewis. I refuse to answer that question, fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever served in the Communist Party with 
Joseph Poskonka ? 

Mr. Lewis. I refuse to answer that question on the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. If you are against the Communist Party as you pro- 
fessed a few moments ago, why do you not tell this committee, now, 
while you are under oath, whether or not Hackney and Poskonka were 
in the Communist Party ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Lewis. I refuse to answer that question on the fifth amendment 
to the Constitution. 
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Mr. Arens. Can you tell us whether or not a man by the name of 
Charles Hayes has ever been a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Lewis. I refuse to answer that question on the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Can you tell us whether or not to your certain knowl- 
edge a man by the name of Sam Parks has ever been a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Lewis. I refuse to answer that question on the fifth amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Arens. Can you tell us whether or not to your certain knowl- 
edge a man by the name of Leon Beverly has ever been a member of 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Lewis. I refuse to answer that question on the fifth amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Arens. Can you tell us whether or not to your certain knowl- 
edge a man by the name of Jesse Prosten has ever been a member of 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Lewis. I refuse to answer this question on the fifth amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Arens. Can you tell us whether or not to your certain knowl- 
edge a man by the name of Jack Souther has ever been a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Lewis. I refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Arens. Can you tell us whether or not to your certain knowl- 
edge a man by the name of Leslie Orear has ever been a member of 
the Communist Party ? 


Mr. Lewis. I refuse to answer the question on the fifth amendment 
tothe Constitution. 

Mr. Arens. Can you tell us to your certain knowledge whether a 
man by the name of Joe Zabritski has ever been a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Lewis. I refuse to answer that question on the fifth amendment 
tothe Constitution. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will con- 
clude the staff interrogation of this witness. 

Mr. Wiiu1s. The witness is excused. 

Mr. Arens. The next witness, if you please, Mr. Chairman, will be 
Charles Proctor. 

Please come forward and remain standing while the chairman ad- 
ministers an oath. 

Mr. Wits. Raise your right hand. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give will 
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God? 

Mr. Procror. I do. 


t. 
- TESTIMONY OF CHARLES PROCTOR, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
és BELFORD V. LAWSON, JR. 
re 
Mr. Arens. Kindly identify yourself by name, residence, and occu- 
pation. 
nt 


Mr. Procror. Charles Proctor, Post Office Box 302, Covert, Mich., 
presently hired as manager of the Packinghouse Labor and Community 
Center. 
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Mr. Arens. You are appearing today in response to a subpena which 
was served upon you by the House Committee on Un-American Ac- 
tivities. 

Mr. Procror. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. You are represented by counsel ? 

Mr. Procror. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, kindly identify yourself. 

Mr. Lawson. Belford Lawson, Washington, D.C. 

Mr. Arens. How long have you occupied your present position ? 

Mr. Procror. Since January of this year. 

Mr. Arens. What was your position immediately prior to your 
present position ? 

Mr. Procror. Unemployed. 

Mr. Arens. For how long? 

Mr. Procror. Approximately a couple of months. 

Mr. Arens. Then what was your employment? 

Mr. Procror. Prior to that time? 

Mr. Arens. Yes. 

Mr. Procror. Prior to that time I worked for Local 28 for awhile, 
full time. 

Mr. Arens. Local 28 of what? 

Clo” Procror. United Packinghouse Workers of America, AFL- 

Mr. Arens. Were you employed then, when you worked for Local 
28, in Chicago? 

Mr. Procror. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. In what capacity ? 

Mr. Procror. I don’t understand your question. 

Mr. Arens. You worked for Local 28 of the United Packinghouse 
Workers in Chicago, you said. And I asked you in what capacity. 
What was the job you had with them ? 

Mr. Procror. As chairman of the grievance committee. 

Mr. Arens. How long did you have that job? 

Mr. Procror. I have held that job since 1954. 

Mr. Arens. What was your job prior to that time ? 

Mr. Procror. Prior to that time I was working, just working in 
the plant at that time. 

Mr. Arens. Did you have any connection prior to that time with the 
United Packinghouse Workers of America? 

Mr. Procror. I didn’t hold office. I was only amember. I did hold 
office once before from 1949 up until 1951. 

Mr. Arens. Where and when were you born ? 

Mr. Proctor. I was born in Jackson, Miss., January 21, 1913. 

Mr. Arens. How long have you been employed in the general 
Chicago area? 

Mr. Procror. Around approximately 16 years. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever traveled abroad ? 

Mr. Procror. I have. 

Mr. Arens. And where did you go and when? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Procror. I refuse to answer that question for fear it may in- 
criniinate me. 
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Mr. Arens. I Jay before you now three documents, the first of which 
is a photostatic reproduction of the January 7, 1951, issue of The 
Worker Magazine. I invite your attention to the photograph under 
which is captioned “Part of the American Peace Delegation visiting 
one of the cathedrals inside the Kremlin,” listing a number of visitors, 
including Charles Proctor, of Chicago. Kindly look at that article 
and particularly that photograph and tell this committee while you 
are under oath whether or not you are the Charles Proctor whose 
photograph appears there and who was a member of this delegation 
described in The Worker Magazine. 

(Document handed.) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Procror. I refuse to answer that question based upon it may 
incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. I lay before you a second document, a photostatic re- 
production of the Communist Deily Worker of March 21, 1951, in 
which a number of people are quoted as lauding the Soviet Union and 
commending its progress and desire for peace at a rally held in Cleve- 
land, Ohio, including a person here identified as Charles Proctor, who 
had returned to the United States from Soviet Russia. 

Kindly look at this document and tell the committee whether or 
not it refreshes your recollection, whether or not you are the Charles 
Proctor who participated in that rally and lauded the Soviet Union. 

(Document handed.) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Procror. I refuse to answer that question based upon the fact 
it may incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. I lay before you now a booklet entitled “Americans in 
the U.S.S.R., November-December 1950,” containing a statement 
signed by the American Delegation to the Soviet Union, including 
Charles Proctor, of Chicago. A photograph also appears at the end 
of the statement. 

Kindly look at that document and tell this committee whether or not 
you were a participant in that enterprise and loaned your name and 
your then title to the enterprise on behalf of the Soviet Union. 

Mr. Procror. I refuse to answer that question based upon the fifth 
amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. Arens. I put it to you as a fact, sir, and ask you to affirm or 
deny the fact that you did participate in the Second World Peace 
Congress, that you did go, not only to the Soviet Union, but to War- 
saw, Poland, for the propaganda purposes of the international Com- 
munist movement. If that is not true, please deny it while you are 
under oath. 

Mr. Proctor. I refuse to answer that question based on the fifth 
amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that these three 
exhibits which I have displayed to the witness be grouped and marked 
as om Exhibit No. 1” and incorporated by reference in the 
record. 

Mr. Wituts. Let them be so marked and incorporated. 

(Documents marked “Proctor Exhibit No. 1,” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Do you know a man by the name of Poskonka? 
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Mr. Procror. I do. 
Mr. Arens. Do you know a man by the name of John Hackney ? 
Mr. Procror. I do, 

Mr. Arens. Both of those men took an oath before this committee 
and testified that while they were members of the Communist Party 
they knew you as a Communist. Were they in error or were they 
telling the truth ¢ 

Mr. Procror. I refuse to answer that question based upon the fifth 
amendment of the Constitution. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now or have you ever been a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Procror. i am not a member of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Procror. I refuse to answer that question based upon the fifth 
amendment of the Constitution. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been a member of the Communist Party 
at any time in the course of the last 5 years? 

Mr. Procror. No; I have not. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever resigned technical membership in the 
Communist Party and maintained yourself in the operation so that 
you could deny party membership ? 

Mr. Procror. No, I have not. 

Mr. Arens. Do you presently have information respecting persons 
who to your certain knowledge are, or in the past have been, members 
of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Procror. I certainly do not. 

Mr. Arens. You do not know any persons who have ever been mem- 
bers of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Procror. I refuse to answer that question based upon the fifth 
amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now against the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Procror. I am. 

Mr. Arens. If you are against the Communist Party then speak 
up now, please, sir, and tell this committee the names and activities 
of persons, to your certain knowledge, who have been members of the 
Communist Party. 

Mr. Proctor. I refuse to answer that question based upon the fifth 
amendment of the Constitution. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will con- 
clude the staff interrogation of this witness. 

Mr. Wits. The witness is excused. 

Mr. Arens. The next witness, if you please, Mr. Chairman, will be 
Mr. Donald H. Smith. 

Please come forward, Mr. Smith, and remain standing while the 
chairman administers an oath. 

Mr. Witx1s. Would you please raise your right hand ? 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give will 
_ truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 

od 
Mr. Smiru. I do. 
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TESTIMONY OF DONALD H. SMITH, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
BELFORD V. LAWSON, JR. 


Mr. Arens. Please identify yourself by name, residence, and occu- 
ation. 
Mr. Smirn. Donald H. Smith, 9711 South Indiana, Chicago, in- 
ternational representative, United Packinghouse Workers of America, 
AFL-CIO. 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today in response to a subpena which 
was served upon you by the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities ¢ 

Mr. Smiru. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. And you are represented by counsel ? 

Mr. Smiru. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel,.kindly identify yourself. 

Mr. Lawson. Belford Lawson, Washington, D.C. 

Mr. Arens. Where and when were you born! 

Mr. Smiru. Denver, Colo., May 6, 1913. 

Mr. Arens. Anda word about your education, please. 

Mr. Smiru. Well, eight grades. 

Mr. Arens. Give us the principal employments which you have had 
since you reached adulthood. 

—— Smiru. Oh, I worked as a truckdriver, laborer, packinghouse 
worker. 

Mr. Arens. Over what period of time have you worked as a pack- 
inghouse worker ? 

Mr. Smiru. From 1938 up until about 1946, then was on leave of 
absence from Swift & Co., which later was severed on the account of 
the a closing down or reduction in the plant. And I have been 
working for the Packinghouse Workers from 1946 up until now. 

Mr. Arens. Did you work for the Packinghouse Workers in New 
York at any time / 

Mr. Smiru. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Over what period of time did you work for the Pack- 
inghouse Workers in New York ¢ 

Mr. Smiru. I would say from 1946 up until 19—well, working in 
and out of New York up until 1956, I believe. 

Mr. Arens. In what capacity / 

Mr. Sarru. Field representative and international representative. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been a candidate for public office? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Smiru. I have. 

Mr. Arens. And where was that? 

Mr. Smirn. New York. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know a man by the name of John Hackney? 

Mr. Smiru. Ido. 

Mr.Arens. Do you know a man by the name of Car] Nelson ? 

Mr. Smiru. Ido. 

Mr. Arens. Each of these men has testified here under oath that 
he knew you as a’‘member of the Communist Party. Were they in 
error on that or were they telling the truth? 

Mr. Smirn. I refuse to answer that on the grounds it may incrimi- 
nate me. 
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Mr. Arens. Can you tell this committee whether or not in 1948 you 
participated in a movement on behalf of the 11 Communists who were 
tried in New York City ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Sairn. I refuse to answer that on the grounds it may incrimi- 
nate me. 

Mr. Arens. I lay before you now a photostatic reproduction of 
the Communist Daily Worker of New York, Friday July 23, 1948, 
in which a number of persons are listed here with statements on behalf 
of the 11 Communists who were being tried, and in the article the 
following appears: 

Don Smith, New York subdistrict director, United Packinghouse Workers, CIO, 
and ALP candidate for State senator, fifth district, Queens: 

“The indictment and arrest of the leaders of the Communist Party is the next 
monstrous step in the direction of the suppression of freedom and toward war.” 

Kindly look at that article as I display it to you, and tell this com- 
mittee if it refreshes your recollection and whether or not you loaned 
your name and your status as a leader of the United Packinghouse 
Workers on behalf of the 11 Communists, 

( Document handed.) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Soiru. I refuse to answer that on the grounds it may incrimi- 
nate me. 

(Document marked “Smith Exhibit No. 1” and retained in committee 
files. ) 

Mr. Arens. Have you been one of the sponsors of the May Day 
celebrations of the Communist operation ? 

Mr. Sarru. I refuse to answer that on the grounds it may incrimi- 
nate me. 

Mr. Arens. Have you been one of the sponsors and promoters of 
the Action Conference for Freedom ? 

Mr. Surru. I refuse to—— 

Mr. Arens. Under the auspices and control of the Communist Party é 

Mr. Smirn. I refuse to answer that on the grounds it may incrimi- 
hate me. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Smirn. Iam not. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Sairu. I refuse to answer that on the grounds it may incrimi- 
nate me. 

Mr. Arens. Have you been a member of the Communist Party any 
time in the course of the last 5 years? 

Mr. Sairn. I refuse to answer that on the grounds it may incrimi- 
nate me. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever resigned from the Communist Party? 

Mr. Sairu. I refuse to answer that on the grounds it may incrimi- 
nate me. 

Mr. Arens. Are you against the Communist Party? 

Mr. Iam. 

Mr. Arens. Have you information respecting persons who to your 
certain knowledge are or have been members of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Sairu. I refuse to answer that on the grounds it may incrimi- 
nate me. 
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Mr. Arens. If you are against the Communist Party, why do you 
not give this committee information which you may have respecting 
the Communist Party and respecting persons who to your certain 
knowledge have been members of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Smiru. I refuse to answer that on the grounds it may incrimi- 
nate me. 

Mr. Arens. Have you been in conference since you have been 
subpenaed to appear before this committee with ae ae 
your appearance who to your certain knowledge are, or in the past 
rave been, members of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Smirn. Comeagainonthat. I didn’t quite follow. 

Mr. Arens. Since you were subpenaed to appear before this com- 
mittee, have you been in conference respecting your appearance here 
today with persons who to your certain knowledge are, or have been, 
members of the Communist Party ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Situ. I will take the fifth amendment on the grounds it may 
incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will conclude 
the staff interrogation of this witness. 

Mr. Wiiu1s. The witness is excused. 

Mr. Arens. The next witness, if you please, Mr. Chairman, will be 
Jesse Prosten. Please come forward. 

Mr. Lawson. If Your Honor pleases, may I say pursuant to the 
telegram you received Jesse Prosten is available. I don’t know 
whether he is in the courtroom or not. He has not been subpenaed 
and we would prefer that he be subpenaed in order to make sure that 
his rights are protected. But he is available to this committee and 
he told me he would be here around this time. Maybe this is he coming 
up here now. 

Mr. Lewis. No,it isn’t. Itis John Lewis. 

Mr. Lawson. A little differences there. He is available and I be- 
lieve he will be here. 

Mr. Arens. May I just make this observation, that as we pointed 
out here 2 days ago we have been trying to place this prospective wit- 
ness under subpena and have been unable to do so. <A telegram came 
from Ralph Helstein, I don’t have it before me at the instant, saying 
in effect that Mr. Prosten wanted to be heard and would be here. We 
have no other witnesses who are under subpena for this particular 
session and in anticipation that he might be here we are calling him 
as a witness, 

Mr. Lawson. But he is not under subpena. 

Mr. Arens. No. We would like very much to have had him under 
subpena. 

Mr. Lawson. And he has not been hiding out. I have talked with 
him and he assured me that he had been on this assignment for some 
time. But out of an abundance of caution the union undertook to 
notify him and he has come here and I have talked with him. Now, 
I think that is all we can do. And I do know he will be here. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, do you represent him ? 

Mr. Lawson. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Wiuts. Let me say this, as presiding member. We will be 
glad to have him officially summoned if he presents himself during 
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a 5-minute recess that I will call. We would like very much to ques- 
tion him. He is not under compulsion to voluntarily come and be 
summoned and receive the subpena and I am not suggesting that 
at all. 

On the other hand, we plan definitely on adjourning by 12 o’clock 
and I would be glad to have him summoned. 

In other words, on two conditions; one, he is not under compulsion 
to appear. If he wants to, we would be very happy to follow that 
course with the understanding that it will have to be done promptly. 

Mr. Lawson. We are desirous of cooperating with the committee 
and I think I can assure this committee that he will be here within 
a few minutes. I think not within 5 minutes. But he will be here 
shortly and we would like to have him summoned for the record. 

Mr. Writs. I will say this. You have been most cooperative and 
I understand your position. 

Mr. Lawson. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Wi11s. We will stand in recess for a few minutes. 

(Committee members present: Representatives Willis and Johan- 
sen.) 

(Brief recess. ) 

— members present: Representatives Willis and Johan- 
sen. 

Mr. Wuuts. Kindly raise your right hand, please, sir. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give 
will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God? 

Mr. Prostren. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF JESSE E. PROSTEN, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
BELFORD V. LAWSON, JR. 


Mr. Arens. Kindly identify yourself by name, residence, and occu- 
ation. 

. Mr. Prosten. Jesse E. Prosten, 5109 South Cornell. I am an inter- 
national representative for the United Packinghouse Workers of 
America. 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today in response to a subpena 
which was served upon you by this committee ? 

Mr. Prosten. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. You are represented by counsel ? 

Mr. Prosten. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, kindly identify yourself. 

Mr. Prosten. Belford Lawson, Washington, D.C. 

Mr. Arens. How long have you occupied your present position ? 

Mr. Prosten. Approximately 13 years. 

Mr. Arens. What was your employment immediately prior to your 
present employment ? 

Mr. Prosren. I worked for the same union out of New York. 

Mr. Arens. In what capacity ? 

Mr. Prosren. In a capacity of a field representative. 

Mr. Arens. And for on long? 

Mr. Prosten. Approximately a year. 

Mr. Arens. And your employment immediately prior to that? 
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Mr. Prosten. I worked for the same union in Boston. 

Mr. Arens. For how long and in what capacity ? 

Mr. Prosren. As a business agent of a local union for approxi- 
mately 6 or 7 years. 

Mr. Arens. And then give us, if you please, the preceding employ- 
ment. 

Mr. Prosren. Odd jobs, WPA, jobs of that kind. 

Mr. Arens. Where and when were you born, please ? 

Mr. Prosren. Born in Brooklyn, N.Y., in 1912. 

Mr. Arens. Just a word about your education. 

Mr. Prosren. Grade school and a year and a half of high school. 

Mr. Arens. Did that complete your formal education ? 

Mr. Prosten. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now or have you ever been a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Prosren. Beg your pardon? 

Mr. Arens. Are you now or have you ever been a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Prosren. I will take the fifth amendment on that, tend to 
incriminate me. 

Mr. Arens. Do you honestly apprehend if you told this committee 
truthfully while you are under oath whether or not you have ever 
been a member of the Communist Party you would be supplying in- 
formation which might be used against you in a criminal proceeding ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Prosren. Will you repeat that question, please ? 

Mr. Arens. Do you honestly apprehend that if you told this com- 
mittee truthfully while you are under oath whether or not you have 
ever been a member of the Communist Party you would be supplying 
information which might be used against you in a criminal proceed- 


r. Prostren. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now a member of the Communist Party? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Prosten. No, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Have you been a member of the Communist Party at 
any time in the course of the last 5 years? 

Mr. Prosten. Fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. I lay before you now a photostatic reproduction of 
the Communist Daily Worker of May 16, 1952, in which a number of 
persons are urging the repeal of the Smith Act and attacking the 
various security laws of this Government, including, Jesse Prosten 
of Local 11, Boston. 

Kindly look at this document and tell this committee whether or 
not you participated in that enterprise. 

(Document handed. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Prostren. Fifth amendment. 

(Document marked “Prosten Exhibit No. 1” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Arens. I lay before you now a document petitioning for the 
freedom of Earl Browder, then Secretary of the Communist Party, 
signed by a number of persons, including Jesse Prosten. 


ing 
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Kindly look at that document and tell this committee while you 
are under oath whether or not you participated in that enterprise. 

Mr. Prosren. I will take the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. I beg your pardon ? 

Mr. Prosren. I will take the fifth amendment on this, sir. 

(Document marked “Prosten Exhibit No. 2” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Do you know a man by the name of John Hackney ? 

Mr. Prosren. I knew a member of the union by the name of John 
Hackney ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know John Hackney in any other capacity 
other than in his capacity as a member of the union { 

Mr. Prosren. Fifth amendment, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know Car! Nelson ? 

Mr. Prosten. I knew him as a member of the union. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know him in any other capacity ? 

Mr. Prosren. Fifth amendment, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know Joseph Poskonka ? 

Mr. Prosren. Would you repeat that ? 

Mr. Arens. Joseph Poskonka. 

Mr. Prosren. I think he worked at the Armour plant in Chicago. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know him in any capacity other than as a 
person who worked at the Armour plant ? 

Mr. Prosren. Fifth amendment, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Each of those men has testified under oath before this 
committee in the course of the last 2 or 3 days that he knew you as 
a member of the Communist Party. We would like to afford you now 
an opportunity to deny their testimony while you are under oath. Do 
you care to avail yourself of that privilege ? 

Mr. Prosten. I can’t be responsible for anything they say and I will 
take the fifth amendment on that. 

Mr. Arens. Did they tell the truth when they said they knew you asa 
Communist ? 

Mr. Prosren. Fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will conclude 
the staff interrogation of this witness. 

Mr. Wituis. You are excused. The committee will take a recess for 
3 minutes. 

(Committee members present: Representatives Willis and Johan- 
sen.) 

( Brief recess. ) 

Mr. Wituts. The subcommittee will please come to order. 

(Committee members present: Representatives Willis and Johan- 
sen.) 

Mr. Wits. In concluding the hearings in Chicago, I should like 
to make a few brief comments. 

In the first place I want to commend those witnesses whom we have 
heard, who by direct testimony from their experience in the Communist 
Party have supplied this committee with valuable information respect- 
ing the operation of the Communist menace. Were it not for loyal 
citizens of that type, such as Car] Nelson, John Hackney, and Joseph 
Poskonka, this committee and the Government of the United States 
would be at a great disadvantage. 
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The information which these men have supplied to this committee 
takes on added significance when it is ouuleed in connection with 
similar information which we are constantly assembling in other areas 
on different facets of the conspiracy. We have seen here a verification 
and confirmation of similar techniques and strategies practiced at 
nerve centers throughout our country. With reference to those wit- 
nesses who in varying degrees refused to answer questions posed by the 
committee, may I say that by indirection they, too, have contributed 
to our work, even though unwillingly or unwittingly. 

We will return to Washington with the information which has 
been developed here and use it as part of the fund of knowledge which 
we are gaining to assist us in the discharge of our duties, which, 
under a mandate of the Congress are, in essence, to maintain a con- 
tinuing surveillance over the operation of our various security laws, 
and to recommend, when necessary, amendments to those laws, or en- 
actment of new laws. 

I wish it were possible for the Congress of the United States to 
pass a single law which would for all time end the Communist con- 
spiracy. Unfortunately, however, this cannot be done because Com- 
munists constantly seek new devices to accomplish their objectives, all 
of which require new legislative weapons. 

Long ago it was proclaimed that eternal vigilance is the price of 
liberty. One of the very objectives of the Communist conspiracy in 
the United States is to create an attitude of apathy—it can’t happen 
here, as the saying goes. 

But here are words of J. Edgar Hoover, Director of the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, on this subject. 

Public apathy is the sure way to national suicide—to death of individual 
freedom. It allowed the Communists to penetrate and make satellites of once- 
free countries, and it is presently enabling them to honeycomb and weaken the 
structures of the remaining countries, and there is today a terrifying apathy 
on the part of Americans toward the deadliest danger which this country has 
ever faced. Some of that apathy is deliberately induced. 

That is the end of Hoover’s quotation. 

Before concluding I should like to express the thanks of the subcom- 
mittee to Federal Judge Campbell, to Mr. Frank Allen and the mem- 
bers of his office staff, who have most courteously made available to 
us this courtroom. 

We should like also to thank United States Marshal William Kipp 
and his capable deputies for their very splendid cooperation in per- 
mitting these hearings to go on smoothly without a ripple of public 
disorder. 

And, finally, we should like to express our sincere thanks to the 
members of the press and of the radio and television profession who 
have been most courteous to us. 

We deliberately planned our completion of our work at this time 
because members of this committee are due to board a plane as soon 
as possible to try to get on record late this afternoon on a very im- 
portant vote in the Congress. 

Does my colleague care to make some observations? 

Mr. JOHANSEN. Just very briefly, Mr. Chairman. 

First of all, I want to most emphatically associate myself with the 
statement made by the chairman. As the representative of the mi- 
nority I want to emphasize one fact, which is familiar to every Mem- 
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ber of Congress, and I hope it is to the American people, and that is, 
that the problem we are attempting to deal with here, the solutions 
we are attempting to bring, and the efforts that we are making to 
carry out the legislative mandate and aid in the legislative functions 
of the Congress is a completely bipartisan effort. It is the effort of 
the responsible elected officials acting in accordance with the mandate 
of the Congress to aid in the performance of legislative functions. 
Because of one type of testimony that we have had in these hearings 
in which it was stated that there was a willingness to tell all about 
the activities of the Communist conspiracy, but a refusal to identify 
the actors, I do want to make this one observation. It is highly un- 
fortunate but inescapably true that the actors cannot be divorced 
from the activities and it is impossible for the Congress to have the 
information it needs and for this committee to provide that informa- 
tion without identifying the actors and directly linking them with 
the activities. Therefore, that which impedes the effort to identify the 
actors impedes the effort to describe and define the activities and 
so impedes the legislative functions of this committee. 
I have just one other comment. In view of the fact that there 
appears on the record of this testimony a reference to a recent 
rominent criticism of this committee as being the most un-Amer- 
ican thing in America today, I think it ought also to be a matter of 
record that the source of that comment has since made it very clear, 
Mr. Chairman, that it was not with reference to the committee as 
today constituted and as today functioning, and I am appreciative 
of that responsible comment which indicates an awareness of the re- 
sponsibilities this committee has and the conscientious effort it is mak- 
ing to perform them. Lhe 
do express my appreciation for those who have cooperated with 
the committee and to the chairman for the eminently fair way in 
which he conducted it. 
Mr. Wiuuts. The hearings here in Chicago will be now closed. 
— members present: Representatives Willis and Johan- 
sen. 
(Whereupon, at 11:36 a.m., Thursday, May 7, 1959, the hearings 
were closed.) 
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Pusuic Law 601, 79TH CoNnGREss 


The legislation under which the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities operates is Public Law 601, 79th Congress [1946], chapter 
753, 2d session, which provides: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and | House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, 


PART 2—RULES OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Rute X 


SEC. 121. STANDING COMMITTEES 


* * * * * 
18. Committee on Un-American Activities, to consist of nine Members. 


Rute XI 


POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES 
* * * * * * * 

(q) (1) Committee on Un-American Activities. 

(A) Un-American activities. 

(2) The Committee on Un-American Activities, as a whole or by subecommit- 
tee, is authorized to make from time to time investigations of (i) the extent, 
character, and objects of un-American propaganda activities in the United States, 
(ii) the diffusion within the United States of subversive and un-American propa- 
ganda that is instigated from foreign countries or of a domestic origin and attacks 
the principle of the form of government as guaranteed by our Constitution, and 
(iii) all other questions in relation thereto that would aid Congress in any necessary 
remedial legislation. 

The Committee on Un-American Activities shall report to the House (or to the 
Clerk of the House if the House is not in session) the results of any such investi- 
gation, together with such recommendations as it deems advisable. 

For the purpose of any such investigation, the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit and act at such 
times and places within the United States, whether or not the House is sitting, 
has recessed, or has adjourned, to hold such hearings, to require the attendance 
of such witnesses and the production of such books, papers, and documents, and 
to take such testimony, as it deems necessary. Subpenas may be issued under 
the signature of the chairman of the committee or any subcommittee, or by any 
member designated by any such chairman, and may be served by any person 
designated by any such chairman or member. 

* * * * * * * 


XII 
LEGISLATIVE OVERSIGHT BY STANDING COMMITTEES 


Sec. 136. To assist the Congress in appraising the administration of the laws 
and in developing such amendments or related legislation as it may deem neces- 
sary, each standing committee of the Senate and the House of Representatives 
shall exereise continuous watchfulness of the execution by the administrative 
agencies concerned of any laws, the subject matter of which is within the jurisdic- 
tion of such committee; and, for that purpose, shall study all pertinent reports 
and data submitted to the Congress by the agencies in the executive branch of 
the Government. 


v 


RULES ADOPTED BY THE 86TH CONGRESS 
House Resolution 7, January 7, 1959 
* * * * 
Rute X 
STANDING COMMITTEES 


1. There shall be elected by the House, at the commencement of each Con- 


gress, 


(q) Committee on Un-American Activities, to consist of nine Members. 
* * * * * * . 
Rute XI 


POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES 


* * * * * * * 


18. Committee on Un-American Activities. 

(a) Un-American activities. 

(b) The Committee on Un-American Activities, as a whole or by subcommittee, 
is authorized to make from time to time investigations of (1) the extent, char- 
acter, and objects of un-American propaganda activities in the United States, 
(2) the diffusion within the United Btates of subversive and un-American prop- 
aganda that is instigated from foreign countries or of a domestic origin and 
attacks the principle of the form of government as guaranteed by our Constitu- 
tion, and (3) all other questions in relation thereto that would aid Congress 
in any necessary remedial legislation. 

The Committee on Un-American Activities shall report to the House (or to the 
Clerk of the House if the House is not in session) the results of any such investi- 
gation, together with such recommendations as it deems advisable. 

For the purpose of any such investigation, the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit and act at such times 
and places within the United States, whether or not the House is sitting, has 
recessed, or has adjourned, to hold such hearings, to require the attendance 
of such witnesses and the production of such books, papers, and documents, and 
to take such testimony, as it deems necessary. Subpenas may be issued under 
the signature of the chairman of the committee or any subcommittee, or by any 
member designated by any such chairman, and may be served by any person 
designated by any such chairman or member. 

* * * * * * * 


26. To assist the House in appraising the administration of the laws and in 
developing such amendments or related legislation as it may deem necessary, 
each standing committee of the House shall exercise continuous watchfulness 
of the execution by the administrative agencies concerned of any laws, the subject 
matter of which is within the jurisdiction of such committee; and, for that 
purpose, shall study all pertinent reports and data submitted to the House by 
the agencies in the executive branch of the Government. 


VI 


| 
a 
\ 
a 
| 
] 
1 
( 
( 
( 


SYNOPSIS 


The instant hearings on passport security are a continuation of 
hearings held on this subject beginning May 23, 1956." 
In opening the hearings, the chairman of the committee stated : 


Since the last hearings on this subject matter by this com- 
mittee, the Supreme Court of the United States on June 16, 
1958, in the case of Rockwell Kent and Walter Briehl v. 
The Secretary of State, has rendered a decision the effect of 
which is to completely nullify any control on a security basis 
in the issuance ef passports. 

Today, now, the bars are down. Communist agents, propa- 
gandists, and Communist sympathizers have a blanket invita- 
tion to come and go as they will. I hardly need add a state- 
ment, which is obvious, namely that this situation is of direct 
benefit to the international Communist movement, and of 
direct detriment to security interests of our Nation. 


The first witness whose testimony is hereby published, Mr. Harry 
ridges, appeared in response to a subpena and identified himself 
as president of the International Longshoremen’s and Warehouse- 
men’s Union.? At the outset of the interrogation, Mr. Bridges in- 
voked the fifth amendment in refusing to answer a question as to 
whether or not he had ever used the name Harry Dorgan which, 
according to Agnes Bridges, former wife of Harry Bridges, was 
the name inscribed in Bridges’ Communist. Party membership book. 
Mr. Bridges stated that the testimony which was given under oath 
before a legislative committee in the State of Washington by Agnes 
Bridges “was later on repudiated” by her, but he persisted in his 
refusal to answer the question as to whether he had used the name 
Harry Dorgan ina Communist Party book. 

Mr. Bridges testified further that on July 16, 1958, he filed an 
application for a passport; that in filling out the application he 
omitted answers to two questions: “Are you now a member of the 
Communist Party?” and “Have you ever been a member of the Com- 
munist Party ?”’—because of recent decisions of the Supreme Court. 
In response to the query as to whether on the date of filing his applica- 
tion he was “a person who had ever been a member of the Communist 
Party,” Mr. Bridges replied: “I must decline to answer, and I seek 
the protection of the fifth amendment.” 

The testimony discloses that Mr. Bridges, accompanied by William 
Glazier, executive assistant to the officers of the International Long- 
shoremen’s and Warehousemen’s Union, at the expense of ILWU, 
traveled to Europe for the purpose of “travel, recreation, and study 


‘See hearings entitled ‘Investigation of the Unauthorized Use of United States Pass- 
ports—Parts 1-4.” 
* Expelled from the CIO in 1950 on the ground of “Communist domination.” 
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of longshoring methods and collective bargaining.” Although the 
passport application listed the countries to be visited as England, 
France, Italy, Holland, Israel, Egypt, U.S.S.R., and India, the itiner- 
ary included certain Iron Curtain countries not listed on the applica- 
tion. During the trip abroad, Mr. Bridges participated in a number 
of conferences with herp European Communists and gave inter- 
views and issued statements to various Communist publications, com- 
mending the Communist controlled labor organizations in the Tron 
Curtain countries. He also sent to the United States a series of arti- 
cles in similar vein which were published in The Dispatcher, officia! 
publication of the ILWU. 

Mr. Bridges testified that he expected shortly after the instant hear- 
ings to go to Tokyo, Japan, on a U.S. passport to participate in the 
Pacific-Asia Dock Conference which, the committee is informed, con- 
sists principally of representatives of certain Communist-led labor 
organizations. In this connection, the following excerpt from the 
testimony is significant : 

Mr. Arens. In the event of war in Asia would you ad- 
vocate a strike for the purpose of impeding the shipment of 
arms to our allies in Asia ? 

Mr. Bripoers. Now, this is all mixed up here. We start off 
by talking about a fight between Chiang Kai-shek, who I 
think isa bum, and the mainland of China. That is something 
between the Chinese, and you asked me my position on that. 

Mr. Arens. Would you advocate a strike in order to cur- 
tail the shipment of supplies in the event the U.S. Govern- 
ment would ship arms to Formosa ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Briners. Are we still talking about a war between 
Formosa and mainland China and you asked me what my 
position was ? 

Mr. Arens. Yes. 

Mr. Brinces. I would object in every possible way T could. 
You are asking me. Then you asked me 

Mr. Arens. No, let’s just stay with the question, Mr. 
Bridges. Would you, as president of ILWU, advocate a 
strike in order to impede the shipments of supplies to For- 
mosa if the U.S. Government were shipping supplies to 
Formosa and Formosa and Red China were at war / 

Mr. Briners. I don’t know what this has got to do with 
passports. But I want to relate to you the position 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly answer the question ? 

Mr. Bripcrs. I will answer it in my way, Mr. Counsel, if 
you want an answer and if you will give me a chance. 

The Crarrman. Answer the question. 

Mr. Brinees. All right. We are still dealing with a pos- 
sible attempt, as I understand it, of Chiang Kai-shek to in- 
vade the mainland of China. I am trying to tell you that my 
attitude toward that, I would strenuously object and do what 
I could to oppose the United States engaging in such a suicide 
enterprise. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly answer the question? 
Would you exercise your prerogatives as president of ILWU 
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in the direction of using a strike of longshoremen so as to im- 
pede the shipments of these armaments which we have been 
discussing ¢ 

Mr. Brivcrs. I have no such prerogative. You are all 
mixed up. 

Mr. Arens. Would you advocate a strike ? 

Mr. Brinces. I would prefer to wait and see what would 
happen at that time. I don’t know. At this stage of the 
game I don’t know what I might do. 

If I felt doing that would keep the United States from 
going into such a suicidal enterprise and meaning the loss of 
life in the United States my position at the moment would be, 
I think I would. 


Finally, attention is drawn to the following testimony : 


Mr. Arens. You havea U.S. passport, however ? 

Mr. Bripces. I do. 

Mr Arens. Had you ever applied for a U.S. passport prior 
to the Kent-Briehl decision ¢ 

Mr. Brivcrs. No, Mr. Arens. There was too many people 
in this country trying to get me out without a pass- 
port— * * * 
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PASSPORT SECURITY—PART 1 
(Testimony of Harry R. Bridges) 


TUESDAY, APRIL 21, 1959 


U.S. House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE 
ComMitree ON UN-AMERICAN ACTIVITIES, 
Washington, D.C. 
PUBLIC HEARING 


The subcommittee of the Committee on Un-American Activities 
met, pursuant to call, at 10 a.m., in the caucus room, Old House Office 
Building, Hon. Francis E. Walter (committee chairman) presiding. 

Subcommittee members: Representatives Francis E. Walter, Penn- 
sylvania; Morgan M. Moulder, Missouri; Clyde Doyle, California ; 
Donald L. Jackson, California; and Gordon i. Scherer, Ohio. 

Committee members also present: Representatives William M. 
Tuck, Virginia; and August E. Johansen, Michigan. (Appearance 
as noted.) 

Staff members present: Richard Arens, staff director; and Donald 
T. Appell, investigator, 

The CuatrMan. The committee will come to order. 

The hearings which begin today are in furtherance of the powers 
and duties of the Committee on Un-American Activities, pursuant to 
Public Law 601 of the 79th Congress, which not only establishes the 
basic jurisdiction of the committee, but also mandates this committee, 
along with other standing committees of the Congress, to exercise 
continuous watchfulness of the execution of any laws, the subject 
matter of which is within the jurisdiction of the committee. 

(Representative Scherer entered the room.) 

The Cuairman. In response to this power and duty, the Committee 
on Un-American Activities is continuously in the process of accumu- 
lating factual information respecting Communists, the Communist 
Party, and Communist activities which will enable the committee and 
the Congress to appraise the administration and operation of the 
Smith Act, the Internal Security Act of 1950, the Communist Con- 
trol Act of 1954, and numerous provisions of the Criminal Code re- 
lating to espionage, sabotage, and subversion. In addition, the com- 
mittee has before it numerous proposals and recommendations to 
strengthen our legislative weapons designed to protect the internal 
security of this Nation, 

I shall now read the resolution of the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, authorizing and directing the holding of the instant hear- 
ings adopted January 23, 1959: 

Be it resolved, That hearings by the Committee on Un-American Activities 


or a subcommittee thereof, to be held in Washington, D.C., and at such other 
place or places as the chairman may indicate, on such date or dates as the chair- 
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man may determine, be authorized and approved, including the conduct of 
investigations deemed reasonably necessary by the staff in preparation therefor, 
relating to the following: 

1. The advisability of reporting favorably to the House for enactment, amend- 
ments to section 215 of the Immigration and Nationality Act as contained in 
Title [V—Immigation and Passport Security, of H.R. 2232, introduced on Janu- 
ary 12, 1959, and referred by the House of Representatives to the Committee 
on Un-American Activities for its consideration. 

2. The advisability of recommending legislation expressing the will and 
intent of Congress spelled out in direct and positive form, granting authority 
to the Secretary of State to issue, withhold, or limit passports for international 
travel of adherents to the Communist Party, and the granting of specific statu- 
tory authority to the Secretary of State to issue substantive regulations in the 
passport field, as set forth in the Annual Report of the Committee on Un-Ameri- 
ean Activities for the year 1956. 

2. The development of factual information which may be of assistance to 
the committee and to Congress for use in their consideration of the legislative 
proposals enumerated, or amendments thereto. 

4. The execution by the administrative agencies concerned of all laws and 
regulations, within the jurisdiction of this committee, relating to the granting 
of passports. 

Be it further resolved, That the hearings may include any other matter within 
the jurisdiction of the committee which it, or any subcommittee thereof ap- 
pointed to conduct this hearing may designate. 


I shall now read the order of appointment of the subcommittee to 
conduct these hearings: 


To Mr. RicHarp ARENs, 
Staff Director, 
House Committee on Un-American Activities: 

Pursuant to the provisions of the law and the rules of this committee, I hereby 
appoint a subcommittee of the Committee on Un-American Activities, consisting 
of Representatives Morgan M. Moulder, Clyde Doyle. Donald L. Jackson, and 
Gordon H. Scherer as associate members, and myself, Francis B. Walter, as 
chairman, to conduct hearings in Washington, D.C., Tuesday, April 21, 1959, 
at 10 a.m., on subjects under investigation by the committee and take such 
testimony on said day or succeeding days, as it may deem necessary. 

Please make this action a matter of committee record. 

If any member indicates his inability to serve, please notify me. 

Given under my hand this 24th day of March 1959. 

Francis BE. WALTER, 
Chairman, Committee on Un-American Activities. 


Under date of May 23, 1956, this committee conducted a series of 
hearings here in Washington with respect to procurement and use of 
American passports by persons in the service of the Communist 
conspiracy. 

Those hearings in 1956 developed valuable information relating 
to passport security and travel control which has been the subject 
of recommendations for legislation by the Committee on Un-Ameri- 
can Activities, and which has been, in part, the basis of the provisions 
of a bill on this subject, H.R. 2282, whith I introduced and which is 
currently pending before the Committee on Un-American Activities. 

Since the last hearings on this subject matter by this committee, 
the Supreme Court of the United States on June 16, 1958, in the 
case of Rockwell Kent and Walter Briehl v. The Secretary of State, 
has rendered a decision the effect of which is to completely nullify 


my control on a security basis in the issuance of passports. ; 
oday, now, the bars are down. Communist agents, propagandists, 


and Communist nn have a blanket invitation to come and 
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go as they will. I hardly need add a statement, which is obvious, 
namely that this situation is of direct benefit to the international 
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Communist movement, and of direct detriment to security interests 
of our Nation. 

It is more than a coincidence that these very hearings beginning 
today are the subject of vigorous attack by the Moscow Radio in its 
international broadcasts, and that just last evening at the Willard 
Hotel here in Washington, the Communist front, the Emergency 
Civil Liberties Committee, held a rally to attempt to whip up enthus- 
iasm against these instant hearings. I have often said that the ef- 
fectiveness of this committee is in direct ratio to the intensity of the 
attack against the committee by the Communist apparatus. 

It is, of course, not sufficient for us to view with alarm, lament, and 
bewail. Effective action must be taken promptly to protect the se- 
curity of this Nation. In the course of these hearings we shall be 
interrogating a number of people who have in the recent past been 
issued TS. passports for travel abroad. Notwithstanding on 2 
to the contrary, these people have not been summoned before this 
committee capriciously, for the sake of exposure or for any purpose 
other than to enable this committee to develop factual information for 
its legislative purposes. 

Because of the vast scope of the subject matter and the great num- 
ber of witnesses who could be subpenaed, we expect in these hearings 
over the course of the next few days, only to sample types and pat- 
terns of cases. Should we attempt to interrogate in these hearings 
even a significant percentage of possible witnesses on whom we have 
compiled information we would be engaged in this one project for 
months to the detriment of other equally important projects on which 
the committee is working in other areas. 

It is the policy of the committee to accord any witness the privile 
of being represented by counsel; but within the provisions of the 
rules of this committee, counsel’s sole and exclusive prerogative is to 
advise his client. 

Mr. Arens, will you call your first witness ? 

Mr. Jackson. Mr. Chairman, may I make a request at this time? 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Jackson. 

Mr. Jackson. The chairman made reference to the meeting held, 
I believe, last night at the Willard Hotel, and I would like to request, 
Mr. Chairman, that this call to the meeting be duplicated, attached 
to a copy of the committee’s publication sOperation Abolition” and 
sent to all Members of the House in order that they may be kept 
abreast of what is going on. 

The Cuatrman. I am sure that the Members of the House would 
recognize the names of the speakers. They are quite familiar. 

Mr. Jackson. Those are being documented, and I will ask at a 
proper time to have the names of the speakers incorporated in the 
record. 


Mr. Arens. May the record show that more than a quorum of the 
subcommittee is present. 

The Cuatrman. Yes. Let the record show present Messrs. Doyle, 
Scherer, Jackson, and myself. 


Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, if you please, the first witness will be 
Mr. Harry 


es. 
Kindly come forward and remain standing while the chairman ad- 
ministers an oath. 
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The Cuamman. Raise your right hand, please. 

Do you swear the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Brivcrs. I do 


The Be seated. 


TESTIMONY OF HARRY R. BRIDGES, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSE!, 
GEORGE R. ANDERSEN 


Mr. Arens. Kindly identify yourself by name, residence, and occu- 
ation. 
. Mr. Brivces. My name is Harry Bridges. I am the president of the 
International Longshoremen’s and Warelousemen’s Union, independ- 
ent and unaffiliated. 

Mr. Arens. And your residence, please, sir? 

Mr. Brinegs. San Francisco. My business residence, 150 Golden 
Gate Avenue. San Francisco. _ 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today pursuant to a subpena which 
was served upon you by the House Committee on Un-American Activi- 
ties 

Mr. Brinces. Right. 

Mr. Arens. And you are represented by counsel ? 

Mr. I am. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, kindly identify yourself. 

Mr. Anpersen. George R. Andersen, 240 Montgomery Street, San 
Francisco, 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, would you kindly tell us the law firm with 
which you are associated ? 

Mr. ANnperSEN. Gladstein, Andersen, Leonard & Sibbett. 

: Mr. Arens. Is Mr. Richard Gladstein the senior member of that 
rm? 

Mr. ANvERSEN. Two of us are. 

Mr. Arens. The reason I asked, we had correspondence with ref- 
erence to this particular witness. 

Mr. Anpersen. Mr. Gladstein and I are senior members of the firm. 

Mr. Arens. All right, sir. 

Mr. Bridges, were you present a few moments ago when the chair- 
man of this committee read the statement announcing the holding of 
these hearings? You were here in the hearing chamber, were you not / 

Mr. Brinces. I heard a statement, yes. 

Mr. Arens. Have you used any name other than the name of Harry 
Bridges? 

Mr. Brinces. Have I? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brincgs. Never. 

ei Arens. Have you ever used the name Harry Dorgan, D-o-r- 
g-a-n 

Mr. Brivegs. Just a minute. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Brinces. I would like to ask a question, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

_ Mr. Brinces. My understanding, and we tried to find the informa- 
tion before we came here, is that my appearance here is in connection 
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with passport legislation, and I am just wondering, and I have reasons 
to inquire what the relevancy of that question is toward passport 
legislation ¢ 

Mr. Arens. The relevancy of this particular question, sir, is to 
establish your identity. For the purposes of identification have 
you ever used the name Harry Dorgan, D-o-r-g-a-n? 

Mr. Brinces. I have given you my name, 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that the witness 
be ordered and directed to answer the question as to whether or not 
he has ever used the name Harry Dorgan. 

The Cuatrman. You are directed to answer the question, Mr. 
Bridges. 

Mr. Bripers. Excuse me. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Brinces. Mr. Counsel, the reason for my discussions with the 
lawyer, the name Dorgan came up—I am asking you a question with- 
out answering at the moment because the purpose of my question—has 
crept up a couple times in more than 20 years of litigation against me, 
5 or more court hearings, and 2 trips to the U.S. Supreme Court. 

Now, if answering this question opens up again over 20 years of 
litigation that has been settled by the courts and waives my immunity 
to my constitutional rights, I am just wondering if that is the case? 

Mr. Arens. No. 

( Representative Johansen entered the room.) 

Mr. Bripees. Otherwise 

Mr. Arens. The purpose of this question is not to open up anything 
that has been decided at all. The purpose of this question is to 
ascertain your identity. 

Would you kindly answer the question now whether or not you 
live ever used the name Harry Dorgan, D-o-r-g-a-n? 

Mr. Briners. No, I am trying to inquire, Mr. Counsel, from you 
that if I answer this question then do you take the position that I 
have waived my right to use the fifth amendment on similar questions. 
Of course, this is only one question of thousands that can be answered 
or asked along the same line. 

Mr. Arens. We would have to wait and see how the record de- 
veloped. We could not commit ourselves on any succeeding 
questions. 

Would you kindly answer the question: Have you ever used the 
name Harry Dorgan, D-o-r-g-a-n ? 

Mr. Brivers. In view of that question I want to confer. 

( The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Briners. No, I refuse to answer on the basis of my right under 
the Constitution. 

Mr. Arens. Which constitutional provision are you invoking? 

Mr. Brinces. Primarily the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Do you honestly apprehend, sir, if you told this com- 
mittee now truthfully, while you are under oath whether or not you 
have ever used the name Harry Dorgan, D-o-r-g-a-n, you would be 
supplying information which might be used against you in a criminal 
proceeding ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 
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Mr. Brinces. It seems to me that isa legal question. I really believe 
that one of the purposes of the question could lead to a series of other 
questions and open up a lot of litigation against me which could possi- 
bly endanger me. 

Mr. Arens. So the record may now be clear, I shall read to you, 
sir, testimony given under oath before the Joint Legislative Fact- 
Finding Committee on Un-American Activities in the State of Wash- 
ington by a lady by the name of Agnes Bridges. 


Q. I will ask you, Mrs. Bridges, did you ever see a Communist Party member- 
ship book of Harry Bridges?—A. Yes, many a time. 

Q. You have seen his membership book many times?—A. Yes. 

Q. Have you ever had this membership book in your hands?—A. Quite often. 

Q. Quite often. Will you describe this membership book for us?—A. Well, I 
would say it was just large enough to put in a good-sized envelope. 

Q. Large enough to put in an envelope?—A. Yes. 

Q. And does it open up?—A. Yes. 

. Well, supposing you go on and describe it for us?—A. Well, I would say 
it was about that long (illustrating), and quite narrow, and about that wide. 

. Did it have any stamps in it?—A. It did, yes. It had a design 
. It had stamps. What’s that?—A. Kind of a little design on the stamp. 

. A little design in the center of each stamp?—A. Yes. 

. Was that design the hammer and the sickle?—A. Yes. 

Q. It was the—and this membership book had stamps in it, and each stamp 
had the sign of the hammer and the sickle?—A. Yes. 

Q. Now what name was inscribed on this membership book?—-A. Harry Dorgan. 
That was his mother’s maiden name. 

Q. Harry Dorgan?—A. Yes. 

Q. And Dorgan was his mother’s maiden name?—A. Yes. 

Q. Is that correct?—A. That’s what he told me. 

Q. Did you ever have a conversation about him using this name “Dorgan” ?— 
A. Yes, I did. I told him he ought to be ashamed of himself for putting his 
mother’s maiden—maiden name on the Party book. 

Q. You told him he ought to be ashamed of himself for putting his mother’s 
maiden name on a Communist Party book?—A. Yes. 

Q. Is that right? And what did he reply?—A. He said, “What difference does 
it make, they will never find out.” 

Q. “What difference does it make, they will never find out’ ?—A. Yes. 

Q. Now, I will ask you, did Harry Bridges carry this Communist Party book 
with him?—A. Oh, no. 

Q. He wouldn’t carry it?—A. No. 

Q. Where in the house did he keep it?—A. Well, sometimes we hid it under- 
neath the linoleum in the bathroom. 


Was the testimony which I have just read to you a recitation of the 
facts with respect to your use of the name Harry Dorgan or is that 
testimony in error ? 

Mr. Brivcrs. I don’t know. That testimony was before a legislative 
committee. The same questions were asked before a court of justice 
where you could face your accuser and cross-examine, and that was 
one of my ex-wives. She was never produced in a court of justice. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly answer the question, was that testi- 
mony true or was it in error? 

Mr. Brivces. And eventually later on she repudiated that testimony. 

Mr. Arens. Was that testimony true or was it in error? 

Mr. Brinces. Excuse me just a moment. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Brivces. The testimony was later on repudiated by the woman 
that made it. Now that 

Mr. Arens. Was that testimony true or was that testimony in error 
that you used the name Harry Dorgan in a Communist Party book ? 
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Mr. Briners. I am telling you that the woman eventually repudiated 
the testimony and said it wasn’t true. 

The Cuamman. That is not the question, Mr. Bridges. The ques- 
tion is, was this testimony correct ? 

Mr. Brincrs. I am giving you an answer. 

The Cuatrman. Whether she repudiated it or not is immaterial. 
The question is, Was it true? 

Mr. Bripces. It was found to be untrue later on by the courts. 

The Cuarman. Allright. 

Mr. Arens. Do you here and now deny that you used the name 
Harry Dorgan in a Communist Party book ¢ 

Mr. Brinces. I would sooner stand on the court record and the 
court decisions. 

Mr. Arpns. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest the witness now 
be ordered and directed to answer the last outstanding principal 
question. 

The CuramMan. You are directed to answer the question. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Brivees. I have already answered that on the fifth—if I have 
used the name. I think I have already answered that and took the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. When and where were you born? 

Mr. Brivces. Melbourne, Australia, July 28, 1901. 

Mr. Arens. What was your occupation before coming to the United 
States ? 

Mr. Briners. Seaman; merchant seaman. 

Mr. Arens. When did you come to the United States ? 

Mr. Brinees. April 1920. 

Mr. Arens. Did you come on an immigration visa ? 

Mr. Bripcrs. No. I came asa seaman. 

Mr. Arens. Were you admitted at that time in 1920 for lawful 
permanent residence ? 

Mr. Briners. Yes; as far as I know. 

Mr. Arens. Are you a citizen of the United States ? 

Mr. Brivcrs. 

Mr. Arens. When and where were you naturalized ? 

Mr. Briners. San Francisco in 1945, 

Mr. Arens. Give us, if you please, sir, just the principal employ- 
ments you have had since you came to the United States. 

Mr. Brinces. In 1922 1 was a merchant seaman. From 1922 to 
1934 I was a longshoreman on the docks of San Francisco. Since the 
latter part of 1934 I have been a trade union official and still am. 

Mr. Arens. During what period of time were you employed by the 
US. Government ? 

Mr. Brinees. That was a short period during 1922. I was a quar- 


_ termaster in the Coast and Geodetic Survey. 


Mr. Arens. How long have you been president of the ILWU? 
Mr. Brinces. Since it was formed in 1937, 
Mr. Arens. I lay before you now a photostatic reproduction of a 


_ passport application filed with the Secretary of State bearing the 


signature of Harry Renton Bridges. 
Would you kindly look at that passport application and tell this 
committee while you are under oath whether or not that is a true and 
39742— 59—pt. 1—-—3 
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correct reproduction of a passport application filed by yourself with 
the Secretary of State? 
A document was handed to the witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Brivegs. It is. 

(Document marked “Bridges Exhibit No. 1”, and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Arens. First of all, you will observe on the first page under 
the listing, “mother’s name, Julia Dorgan Bridges,” is that correct? 

Mr. Right. 

Mr. Arens. Was that your mother’s name? 

Mr. Brivcgs. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Now you will observe on the second page of the pass- 
port application naher your picture there are two questions: * 
tion 1 is: “Are you now a member of the Communist Party?” And 
in parentheses, answer “yes” or “no.” Question 2 is: “Have you 
ever been a member of the Communist Party?” And in parentheses, 
answer “yes” or “no.” And thereafter appears this, “If ever a mem- 
ber, state period of membership from ——— to ——.” 

In this passport application which I displayed to a the answers 
are omitted to those two questions. Is that not correct 

Mr. Right. 

Mr. Arens. What was the date of the filing of this passport! 
Could you tell us that please, sir? That was in July 1958, was it 
not, July 16? 

Mr. Brincgs. I think it was. 

Mr. Arens. On July 16, 1958, the day that you filed this passport 
application were you a person who had ever a member of the 
Communist Party 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Bringes. It was my understanding at the time in view of the 
court decisions I did not have to answer the questions for two or 
three reasons: One, the matter of principle; one, because I didn't 
again want to afford any opportunities for the record, what has been 
happening, of another 20 or more years of litigation, and because the 
issue had been settled personally and officially as far as I was con- 
cerned by the courts. So I did not answer the question. 

Mr. Arens. Now would you kindly answer the question outstand- 
ing on this record ¢ 

r. Bripees. And I don’t intend to answer them now. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest the witness now 
be ordered and directed to answer the last outstanding principle ques- 
tion on this record; namely, as of the date of his filing the passport 
application, July 16, 1958, was he a person who had ever been a mem- 
ber of the Communist Party. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Brivges. Mr. Chairman, before-—— 

The Cuarrman. Just amoment. First I would like to ask you this 
question: Did you refrain or decline to answer that question because 
of i i you felt the law was as enunciated by recent decisions of the 
court 

Mr. Bringes. One reason, yes. 

The CHarrman. Yes. 
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Mr. Brivcrs. One reason meaning that I was within my rights spe- 
cifically in this case to decline to answer the question. In other words, 
it wasn’t a condition of getting a passport as—well, as I had over 20 
years of litigation where the courts had found despite many, many 
charges and accusations, you see, to the contrary, and i had never 
taken the fifth amendment. I took the fifth amendment here today 
for the first time in my life. If I had taken it over 20 years ago, I 
would have saved my union a lot of money and expense, and I would 
have saved myself a lot of trouble. And I know why, because there 
jis been more than one attempt to frame me on the same issue, and 
now Lam getting older I am getting wiser. 

The CHatrMaAn. I assure you there will be no attempt to frame 
you here. Actually we are interested in the advisability of reporting 
legislation. I think your statement a moment ago that you declined 
to answer the question because of the court decisions would indicate 
of itself the need for legislation. 

But you are directed to answer this question, Mr. Bridges. 

Mr. Briners. Well, for the second time I must decline to answer, 
und I seek the protection of the fifth amendment. 

The CuarrmMan. You are not under any compulsion. You say, “I 
must decline.” You are not under any compulsion whatsoever. If 
you want to help the Congress and the country, you will not decline 
to answer. 

Mr. Briners. I would like to help the Congress, and I would like 
to help the country. I just think there might be better ways of doing 
it than this, in my opinion, Mr. Chairman. 

1 am declining to answer, because I have been through over 20 years 
of litigation, two trips to the U.S. Supreme Court, five or six other 
earings where these charges, these same questions were asked. Wit- 
hesses were introduced. In most cases they were found to be liars, 
perjurers, and stool pigeons. If I answer the question here now, I 
think the committee will get busy and start a new round of litigation. 

Mr. Arens. Do you honestly apprehend, sir, if you answered the 
last outstanding principal question, you would be supplying infor- 
mation which might be used against you in a criminal proceeding ? 

Mr. Brineres. And I think the committee could go to work to start 
seeking some ways of bringing criminal procedures, yes. 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Bridges, according to the passport appli- 
cation 

Mr. Brivers. I think the issue has been settled, Mr. Counsel. I 
don’t know how many times I have to go before the Supreme Court to 
have the charges of communism allegedly past or present determined. 
It has been determined as far as I am concerned twice by the U.S. 
Supreme Court decisions and two or three times by other hearings. 

How many times do I have to go through with it ? 

I think the committee is trying to start another question. 

The Cuatrman. May I assure you for what it is worth that is not 
the case at all, Mr. Bridges. 

Mr. Brivers. Mr. Chairman, may I ask you something? 

Presently there is a claim pending against me by the U.S. Govern- 
ment for a quarter of a million dollars, an income tax claim, stating 
that the money that was collected by friends, donated voluntarily by 
my union membership, was personal income, even though I never got 
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a penny of that money. Counsel did and other counsel did. But the 
US. Govmaaent. has filed a claim against me asking me to pay a 
quarter of a million dollars in income taxes on this so-called personal 
income. That isstill in the cards. 

Now the idea is that if I am forced to defend myself further in 
some costly litigation I have to come up with the money, and I have 
no money. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bridges, I have great confidence in our courts 
and in our laws, and if you do not owe the $250,000 I am sure you 
will not be required to pay it. 

Mr. Brinces. I have confidence in the courts and law, Mr. Chair- 
man, too. I am sorry to say I have more confidence there than here. 
In the courts of law you can force the witnesses to come in and their 
statements are not just accepted as they are here. There they can 
be cross-examined and exposed as liars and if they are liars 

The Cuarrman. If they do not answer questions they are committed 
for contempt. That is something we cannot do, you see. 

Mr. Arens. Was a passport issued pursuant to the application which 
you filed ? 

Mr. Yes. 

Mr. Scuerer. May I ask Mr. Arens a question? 

Do you mean the passport was issued without the applicant answer- 
“ the two questions you have just read ¢ 

fr. ArENs. Yes, sir. 

Now, on the passport application you list among other things, the 
countries which you expect or hope to visit: “England, France, Italy, 
Holland, Israel, Egypt, U.S.S.R., and India.” 

May I inquire at this point, please, sir, when did you start making 
~~ plans for this proposed trip, which you announced to the State 

partment when you filed your application in July of 1958? 

Mr. Brinces. A couple of years before that. 

Mr. Arens. Had you had correspondence with people in the coun- 
tries to be visited respecting your itinerary and your conferences and 
the like that you proposed to have? 

Mr. Brinces. Yes, to some extent at least. 

Mr. Arens. And did you have with you when you left on the trip 
any letter of introduction ? 

r. Briers. I did. 
wa Did you have any letter of introduction from Mr. 
offa 

Mr. Brivces. No; if I wanted one, I would have asked for one. If 
I would have asked, I would have got it. 

Mr. Arens. Now the original plan according to the application was 
to leave on August 15. The actual date of departure, however, was a 
little later, was it not? 

Mr. It was. 

Mr. Arens. What occasioned the delay? Could you tell us in pass- 


ing? 
Mr. Bruwces. I got married. I had a little trouble getting married. 
I went to the State of Nevada, and I found there were laws up there 
precns me from marrying anybody but a white person. So we 
nally got married and took care of that and the law has since been 
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Mr. Arens. Who—— 

Mr. Brivers. I married an American girl. 

Mr. Arens. Who accompanied you on this trip? 

Mr. Bringes. To Nevada? My wife. 

Mr. Argens. No; the trip to Europe. 

Mr. Brinees. Mr. William Glazier. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly identify him for us? 

Mr. Brincrs. He is executive assistant to the officers of the ILWU. 

Mr. Arens. Was your travel abroad approved by the ILWU? 

Mr. Brinces. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Did you go upon resolution passed by the ILWU, au- 
thorizing and directing you to go? 

Mr. Brinces. I don’t know. 

Mr. Arens. Did ILWU agree to reimburse you for your expenses? 

Mr. Brinees. Yes. Let me tell you. I went there after making—it 
was a part of a whole plan of ours. The purposes of the trip and the 
fact that I was going had been reported to most of our union meetings, 
to membership meetings, and in that sense it was approved by the 
membership directly. Asto the technical aspect of what motions were 
made and what resolutions were passed, they would be in the record 
somewhere. I don’t know. 

Mr. Arens. On the purpose of your trip on your passport applica- 
tion you recite travel, recreation, and study of longshoring methods 
and collective bargaining ? 

Mr. Brinces. Right. 

Mr. Arens. Were there any other purposes which you had for the 
trip 

Mr. No. 

Mr. Arens. Did you have any purposes before you left to engage in 
conferences for stated objectives ? 

Mr. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. You did not recite those conferences or any stated ob- 
jectives in your passport application, however, is that correct ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Briners. I recited enough to get a passport. But if I had been 
asked I would have had no objection. 

Mr. Arens. In December of 1958, did the ILWU propose a confer- 
ence of longshore unions in the Pacific area and in Asia, a conference 
to be described as the “Pacific-Asia Dock Conference” ? 

Mr. Bringes. It did in conjunction with some other unions in other 
countries; yes. 

Mr. Arens. Where was that conference to be held? 

Mr. Bripers. Tokyo. 

Mr. Arens. When? 

Mr. Briners. I think it begins May 11. 

Mr. Arens. Did you discuss this conference with any individuals 
or groups or entities not affiliated with American trade unions? 

Mr. Brinees. What would that question mean? You tell me what 
you mean by American trade union? I think I know what you mean. 
But before I can answer that one give me an idea of what you mean? 

Mr. Arens. To whom did you extend the invitations to participate 
in this Paeific-Asia Dock Conference ? 

Mr. Bripces. To whom in what? 
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Mr. Arens. Yes. What groups. 

Mr. In other countries? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brinees. Our union was a part of a sponsoring committee of 
four or five unions in various countries. One was Indonesia. One 
was Japan. There was ours representing the Pacific coast of the 
Americas and a couple of others. I am a member of the sponsoring 
et omy I think one was India, Bombay Dock Workers. That 
is four. 

Mr. Arens. Did you extend an invitation to the All-Japan Dock 
Workers? 

Mr. Brinces. They were part of the sponsoring group. 

Mr. Arens. Was part of the sponsoring group the Waterside Work. 
ers Federation of Australia? 

Mr. Bripces. That is right. That is the other one. 

Mr. Arens. Is Madras Harbour Workers Union of India part of 
this group ¢ 

Mr. Brincgs. Yes, it is. 

Mr. Arens. Is the Waterside Workers and Seafarers Union of In- 
donesia part of this group? 

Mr. Brinees. It is. 

Mr. Arens. Did you extend any invitations to unions located in thie 
Philippines for this Pacific-Asia Dock Conference? 

Mr. Brinces. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. What group there? 

Mr. Brinegs. I forget the exact title, the dockworkers group there. 

Mr. Arens. Did they accept? 

Mr. Brinces. I don’t know as yet. 

Mr. Arens. Did you extend any invitation to dockworkers in 
Tormosa 

Mr. Brinces. I don’t know. Let me explain why. Out of the five 
sponsoring unions, each sponsoring union was responsible for extend- 
ing invitations to unions in certain areas. For example, the ILWU. 
we took the responsibility of communicating with dockworkers unions 
in Central and South America and Canada. Those communications 
were sent out. Now whether the Formosa union was invited or 
other unions in that area that would be, for example, the responsibility 
of the Japanese dockworkers. So as to whom they communicated 
with at this stage of the game, I can’t say for sure. I would assume 
that they had extended an invitation to the dockers of Formosa. But 
I can’t say for sure. rie 

To put it another way, there wasn’t supposed to be any discrimi- 
nation. All unions of all kinds were to be invited if they were dock- 
workers’ unions from all countries. 

Mr. Arens. Were any of the unions invited affiliated with Inter- 
national Confederation of Free Trade Unions? 

Mr. Brincgs. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Have any of them accepted an invitation? 

Mr. Brivees. The Indonesian union is one that is a sponsoring 
union. 

Mr. Arens. Has it accepted an invitation or is it going to sponsor 
the all-Japanese—— 

Mr. Briners. It has sponsored, yes. 
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Mr. Arens. Conference. 

Mr. Brincrs. I think one of the Australian unions—I can’t say for 
sure. 

Mr. Arens. Kindly tell us what press coverage did you arrange 
prior to the time of your departure ? 

Mr. Bringes. Press coverage where? 

Mr. Arens. What press coverage did you arrange for your trip? 

Mr. Bripees. None. 

Mr. Arens. Do you write a column called “On the Beam” in the 
paper by ILWU? 

Mr. Brineegs. I do. 

Mr. Arens. Did you contemplate that as you made your trip from 
country to country you would be sending back for publication ILWU 
press reports respecting your trip? 

Mr. No. 

Mr. Arens. Did you do so? 

Mr. Briers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. What was the first country that you visited ¢ 

Mr. Bricks. Great Britain, the United Kingdom. 

Mr. Arens. And did you write or dispatch an article from Great 
Britain ? 

Mr. Brinees. We wrote an article on Great Britain. Whether we 
wrote it there or later on in one of the other countries—I think we 
might have written it originally from Hamburg or Paris. 

Mr. Arens. Did you personally write these columns that you sent 
back or were they written by a colleague and perhaps submitted for 
your approval ? 

Mr. Briners. Let us say they were a joint effort. 

Mr. Arens. A joint effort between you and whom ? 

Mr. Briners. Mr. Glazier. He writes much better than I do. 

Mr. Arens. Did anyone else accompany you on the trip besides 
Mr. Glazier ¢ 

Mr. Briners. No. 

Mr. Arens. Did you discuss the Pacifie-Asia Dock Conference with 
certain persons in Great Britain ? 

Mr. Brineers. I think we did. 

Mr. Arens. And with whom did you discuss it? 

Mr. Brivers. I don’t know. I couldn’t say. You asked me specili- 
cally what. We might have discussed it with this one. We had hours 
and hours of discussions; as to whether that particular point came 
up, this, that, or the other one, I don’t know. But the general ques- 
tion, did we discuss it with some people? We were asked about it. 

Mr. Arens. With what groups did you have your discussions in 
Great Britain? 

Mr. Brinces. Primarily with the officers of the Transport and Gen- 
eral Workers Union of Great Britain. 

Mr. Arens. Did you have any conference with the International 
Transport Workers’ Federation ¢ 

Mr. Bringzs. Yes, that is officers of that federation. 

Mr. Arens. Where were those conferences? 

Mr. Briners. Great Britain, Hamburg, Denmark, Belgium, Israel. 
And you said officers of the federation ? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir: within Great Britain. 
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Mr. Brinces. Oh, within Great Britain. What was the question! 
I lost it. 

Mr. Arens. Where did you have your conferences ? 

— Brimcrs. I am saying. I had some in Great Britain and some 
other 

Mr. Arens. Within the offices of the receptive countries or were they 
in some other offices ? 

Mr. Brinces. What does that mean, “receptive”? 

Mr. Arens. Were they in the offices of the labor groups with which 
you were consulting or were they within the offices of some affiliate of 
an international labor organization ? 

Mr. Brivers. They were in trade union offices. They were in the 
offices of the union we happened to be talking with. 

Mr. Arens. Did the International Transport Workers’ Federation 
accept an invitation to participate in the Tokyo meeting? 

Mr. Brinees. I don’t know. 

Mr. Arens. Did they express to you that they were not going to 
accept the invitation to the Tokyo meeting ? 

Mr. Bringes. I think you are mixed up. Now I am talking to people 
who are affiliated with the ITF and officers of the ITF. ‘And they 
might be or they would be invited as dockworker unions, let us say, 
if they were in the Pacific to the conference, as against the ITF itself 
being invited. 

Mr. Arens. Now let’s get the record clear. Did you extend a formal 
invitation, without equivocation, to the International Transport 
Workers’ Federation in Great Britain to participate in the Pacific 
dock conference ¢ 

Mr. Brinces. But it isnot in Great Britain. 

Mr. Arens. Did you extend an invitation to the International 
Transport Workers’ Federation to participate in the dock conference 
in the Pacific? 

Mr. Brinces. I don’t know. That would be on the part of the 
sponsoring conferences. As far as I know an invitation was probably 
extended but specifically at the moment I don’t know. 

Mr. Arens. While you were in Great Britain did you have any 
—* with representatives of the World Federation of Trade 

Jnions ? 

Mr. Briners. I don’t know about that either. Some of those people 
might have been. ‘There was one man, I forget his name, who could 
have been a representative of the WFTU. I don’t know. 

Mr. Arens. Did you have any conferences with Jock Hastings of 
the British he 

Mr. Brivces. No. Not that I recall. Now, we met quite a few 
people and I can’t recall their names. 

Mr. Arens. How long were you in Great Britain ? 

Mr. Brinces. About a week. 

Mr. Arens. Then your next stop was in France, is that correct ? 

Mr. Briners. No. 

Mr. Arens. Where was your next stop. 

Mr. Bripces. Hamburg. 

Mr. Arens. I would like to discuss with you Hamburg in connec- 
tion with other areas of your trip. 

Mr. Brinces. That is quite all right. 
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Mr. Arens. How long were you in Hamburg? 

Mr. Brinars. About 3 or 4 days. 

Mr. Arens. Then you went to France? 

Mr. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. How long were you in France, roughly speaking? 

Mr. Briners. I have a copy of my itinerary insteed of me depend- 
ing on memory. 

Mr. Arens. Were you there as much as a week? 

Mr. Brinces. In France? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brinces. We weren’t there that long. 

Mr. Arens. Did you havea letter of introduction ? 

Mr. Bripers. We asked the officers of the Transport and General 
Workers Union in Britain to make arrangements for the trade union 
officers in the other countries where they could, and they very ninety 
did so. Whether that included France or not—we had correspond- 
ence with France already. I think it was with the transport union 
there, the dockworkers’ union there. 

Mr, Arens. Do you recall the name of the individual with whom 
you had your correspondence in France? 

Mr. Bripcrs. At the moment I don’t know. I think it was either 
Mr. 

Mr. Arens. Was it Frachon ? 

Mr. Brings. I think it was. At least that was one of them. 

Mr. Arens. Did you, when you got to France, confer with Frachon? 

Mr. Bripers. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Is his first name Bendit, B-e-n-6-i-t ? 

Mr. Brinces. Right. I think the way you say it. 

Mr. Arens. Last name, 

Mr. Brinces. I think that is the way you say it. 

Mr. Arens. What is his position ? 

Mr. Brinegs. He is either the secretary general of the CGT or the 
secretary general of the Transport Workers Union of France, which 
would include the dockworkers. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know that Benoit Frachon was a high-ranking 
member of the Communist Party of France? 

Mr. Brinces. No. Well, let me see. I had heard something to that 
= Specifically, no. It wouldn’t make any difference to me if I 

id. 

Mr. Arens. Are you acquainted with the fact that Frachon was 
arrested within France on charges of fomenting sabotage and conduct- 
ting subversive propaganda in the French Army? 

Mr. Brincres. Did I know that? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brinegs. No. 

Mr. Arens. Would it have made any difference to you if you had 
known it ? 

Mr. It alldepends. Ihave been arrested myself. 

Mr. Arens. The CGT in France is the Communist controlled labor 
organization, is it not ? 

Mr. Brivces. I wouldn’t know that. Do I understand, Mr.—— 

_ Mr. Arens. Did Frachon explain to you the economic conditions 
in France and the political conditions in France? 
39742—59—pt. 1——4 
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Mr. Brinces. He certainly did his best. We pinned his ears down 
enough day and night to try and get that information. 

Mr. Arens. Did you get the information from Frachon ? 

Mr. Brivces. We got quite a bit of information from Mr. Frachon, 

Mr. Arens. Do you speak French? 

Mr. Brivges. No. 

Mr. Arens. Did you have an interpreter ? 

Mr. Brivces. We did. 

Mr. Arens. Do you recall the interpreter’s name? 

Mr. Brivces. I have it somewhere, a very delightful lady. 

Mr. Arens. Was her name Lisa K-o-t-o-m-k-1-n-a ? 

Mr. Brivces. No. 

Mr. Arens. Was the lady who was assigned to you one of the asso- 
clates of Frachon? 

Mr. Brinces. I think so. I forget her specific title. I think she 
was a part of the international department of the CGT. 

Mr. Arens. Did you have conferences with Louis Saillant? 

Mr. Bripcrs. I had a conference with Louis Saillant, a brief one in 
France or Paris. He happened to be there. He resides elsewhere, 
But I know 

Mr. Arens. Where does he reside / 

Mr. Brings. I don’t know. 

Mr. Arens. Who is Louis Saillant? 

Mr. Bringes. I think he is the secretary of the WFTU. I have 
known Saillant for years. So if he was in Paris—— 

aot, ASAE. Do you know that Louis Saillant is a Soviet espionage 
agent 

Mr. Brinces. No. 

Mr. Arens. Would it have made any difference to you had you 
known it? 

Mr. Brivces. It depends on the evidence. 

Mr. Arens, Did you meet up with a lady in France, during your 
sojourn there, by the name of Lisa Kotomkina, K-o-t-o-m-k-i-n-a? 

Mr. Bruwwers. I don’t know. I might have. I can’t recall the name 
at the moment, but it is entirely—we met quite a few women. 

Mr. Arens. Did you meet up with the secretary to Louis Saillant, 
a lady by the name of Lisa Kotomkina? 

Mr. Brivces. I don’t know. 

Mr. Arens. Do you recall, irrespective of her name, whether or not 
you were in conference with the secretary to Louis Saillant ? 

Mr. Brinces. I was in conference with a woman, who was also, as ! 
understand it, the ranking officer of the Transport Workers Union. 

Mr. Arens. Wasshe secretary to Louis Saillant ? 

Mr. Briers. I don’t know what her exact title was. She could have 
been. I don’t know. 

Mr. Arens. From whence did Louis Saillant come in order to con- 
fer with you in Paris? 

Mr. Brinces. Justa minute. What was that question 

Mr. Arens. From whence did Mr. Saillant come for the purpose of 
conferring with you in Paris? 

“ Mr. Brinees. As far as I know he didn’t come to confer with me in 
aris. 

Mr. Arens. From whence did he come in order to be in Paris? 
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Mr. Bringes. I don’t know. 

Mr. Arens. Had he recently arrived in Paris prior to the time that 
you conferred with him ? 

’ Mr. Brivees. That is my understanding. He had gotten in that day 
and left the same day. 

Mr. Arens. From whence did he come 4 

Mr. Briners. I don’t know. I asked to see Saillant. They said he 
wasn’t around. Later on they said, by golly, he was. He was in Paris 
for that day. And I asked if they could arrange at least a brief ses- 
sion. I wanted to see him and renew old acquaintances. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know Saillant from the past? 

Mr. Brincrs. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. What was the nature of your past acquaintanceship 
with him ? 

Mr. Brivcrs. Was a delegate. That is wrong. Yes. Yes, he in 1945 
at the time of the founding of WFTU and the United Nations NSF. 
He was an official delegate to the founding committee. 

Mr. Arens. Did Saillant, during your stay in Paris, invite you to 
come to Prague? 

Mr. Brivers. No. We already had Prague on the itinerary. 

Mr. Arens. While you were in France did you meet Andre Fres- 
sinet, F-r-e-s-s-i-n-e-t ¢ 

Mr. Briers. I think we did. I am not sure. We intended to be- 
cause Fressinet. I think Fressinet now is—we had a lot corre- 
spondence with Fressinet. 

Mr. Arens. When you say “we” who are we? 

Mr. Bripces. The International Longshoremen’s and Warehouse- 
men’s Union and myself as one of its officers. 

Mr. Arens. Am I clear that you did have a conference with Fres- 
sinet 

Mr. Brinees. I am not sure if we did or not. 

Mr. Arens. Did you solicit a conference with Fressinet ¢ 

Mr. Briwers. I think we did. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know that Fressinet was a top-ranking Com- 
munist in France ? 

Mr. Bripers. No; you understand the distinctions here. If you 
asked me had I heard that, I will say “yes.” If you ask me did I know, 
specifically, I don’t. 

Mr. Arens. You were onetime president of the Seamen and Dock- 
ers section of WF TU, were you not ? 

Mr. Brivers. Right. 

Mr. Arens. Was Fressinet a leading light of WFTU ¢ 

Mr. Briners. At that time? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bripces. Yes; I think he was. 

Mr. Arens. Was Saillant a leading light of WFTU at that time? 

Mr. Brivers. Either president or secretary. I think he has the 
same position now, whichever it is. 

Mr, Arens. Who contacted you respecting your ascendency to the 
presidency of the Seamen and Dockers section of WFTU ? 

Mr. Briners. Contacted ? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brrvars. I don’t remember that. 


mn 

she 
in 
re, 
ive 
you 
pur 
me 
int, 
not 
is | 
ave 


680 PASSPORT SECURITY 


Mr. Arens. You were not present in Europe when you were elected 
president of the Seamen and Dockers section of WFTU, were you! 

Mr. Brinces. No; I think I was in jail. 

Mr. Arens. Who notified you that you had been elected president 
of the WFTU Seamen and Dockers section ? 

Mr. Brinces. I think the secretary of our local of our international 
union. I can’t recall specifically. 

Mr. Arens. With whom had you had correspondence or with whom 
had you been in communication respecting your ascendency to the 
presidency of the Seamen and Dockers section of WFTU ? 

Mr. Brinces. I don’t think there was any correspondence on it. 

Mr. Arens. Did it just strike you as a bolt out of the blue that you 
were notified that you were the new president of the Seamen and 
Dockers section of WFTU ? 

Mr. Brinces. I don’t know if I would put it that way. There was 
a conference, and I was elected. I wasn’t present, but I was elected, 

Mr. Arens. Was ILWU ever affiliated with WFTU ¢ 

Mr. Brinces. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Did it withdraw? 

Mr. Brinegs. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. When did it withdraw ? 

Mr. Brinces. Shortly after the outbreak of the Korean war. 

Mr. Arens. Did you resign as president of the Seamen and Dockers 
section 

Mr. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. And did you do that at the instigation of the local 
of ILWU? 

Mr. Brivcrs. I did it at the instigation of our membership. 

Mr. Arens. When did you resign as president of the Seamen and 
Dockers International ? 

Mr. Brincgs. I forget. I don’t know. 

Mr. Arens. Was it prior to 1952? 

Mr. Brinces. It could be. Iam notsure. I think it was. 

Mr. Arens. Did you, after you resigned as president of the Sea- 
men and Dockers International of WFTU, continue your affiliation 
as an individual with WFTU ? 

Mr. Brivces. No. 

Mr. Arens. Did you write articles for WFTU publications after 
you were obliged to resign as president of the Seamen and Dockers 
section of WF TU ? 

Mr. Brivees. I think I did, one or two. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you now, if you please, sir, a photostatic 
reproduction of the November 16-30, 1952, issue of the “Fortnightly 
Review,” a publication of WFTU, in which appears among other 
things an article by Harry Bridges, entitled, the “Voice of America 
and the Forked Tongue.” 

Mr. Brinces. I wrote that, a little long but—— 

Mr. Arens. Whosolicited you to write this? 

Mr. Brmces. Nobody. My own idea. All by myself. 

Mr. AreNns. Yousent itinto WFTU? 

Mr. Briners. I sent it everywhere I could get it printed. I hada 
in mind. 

(Document marked “Bridges Exhibit No. 2,” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 
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Mr. Arens. Were you cognizant of the fact that WFTU was con- 
trolled by the international Communist conspiracy ? 

Mr. Bripers. They are your words. I was cognizant of the fact 
that they were organizations of workers all over the world and I was 
looking for workers’ help, wasn’t getting much anywhere else. 

Mr. Arens. Did you in court admit that the WFTU is controlled 
and dominated by Communists ¢ 

Mr. Brivees. Not that I remember. 

Mr. Arens. I should like to read to you an excerpt from an 
opinion given by District Judge Harris in the case of United States 
v. Bridges, decided in the District Court, the Northern District of 
California, August 7, 1950. 

Mr. Brinces. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. In the course of the opinion District Judge Harris, the 
Federal judge. recites the following: 


Of equal significance was his— 
and I interpolate “Bridges” — 


refusal to disavow affiliation in and with the World Federation of Trade Unions, 
an international organization which he admits—and yesterday admitted in conse- 
quence of my questions—is controlled and dominated by Communists. 

Did you in the course of the proceedings recited here by Judge 
Harris admit that the World Federation of Trade Unions is con- 
trolled and dominated by Communists ? 

Mr. Bringrs. Isn’t there a record of those proceedings, Mr. Counsel ¢ 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest the witness now 
be ordered to answer that question. 

Mr. Briners. I am not going to depend on my memory against the 
court record. If it is in the court record I said it. I am not going to 
try to remember it now. It is not in that record. You are quoting 
from what the judge said. I am not going to go by the judge’s con- 
clusions which were eventually dumped by the High Court. I would 
sooner go by what is in the record. 

The _ alee Did the judge correctly state the facts? 

Mr. Brivers. I can’t recall specifically. I wouldn’t trust that judge 
to state any facts, Your Honor. I am sorry but that is my opinion 
about that judge. All I am saying is I was under oath in that court 
of law. When the judge asked me questions I wasn’t backward about 
answering them. And my answers at that time which were many, 
many years ago taken down by a court reporter, are better than my 
se now. Never mind the judge’s conclusion. They were 

umped. 

The Cuatrman. Of course the record shows you admitted just ex- 
actly what the judge said. 

Mr. Bripges. Suppose the record said it ? 

The Crnamman. All right. 

Mr. Brioers. Then I said it, Your Honor. I said it. 

Mr. Arens. What was the next country you visited ? 

Mr. Brinees. After what? 

Mr. Arens. After France. 

Mr. Briners. After France? 

Mr. Arens. Will you excuse me while I ask one more question 
with reference to France? 
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While you were in France did you extend any invitations to any of 
the groups or organizations there to attend the Pacific-Asia Dock Con- 
ference which is scheduled next month in Tokyo? 

Mr. Brivces. I don’t think we did. 

Mr. Arens. Did you discuss that subject matter with them ? 

Mr. Brinces. Yes. Understand, again, let me remind you, invita- 
tions were being extended by the official sponsoring committee. There 
was no need for me to extend invitations in addition. But I extended 
invitations to every single trade union leader we spoke to in France, 
Great Britain, elsewhere, to come to the United States and attend our 
recent convention. Some of them said they would try to make it. It 
was a matter of money with them. Time was short, et cetera, et cet- 
era, et cetera, and thanks, [ guess in part to this committee every one 
of them were well aware that trying to visit trade unions in America 
isa very difficult thing. 

Mr. Arens. Who met you at the airport when you arrived in Rome 
from France? 

Mr. Bringes. Before we left France, Mr. Counsel, to get the record 
straight here. Now, in addition to visiting the CGT leaders in France, 
we visited the leaders of the ICFTU. And we visited the leaders of 
the Catholic trade unions there. We just didn’t confine—we tried to 
do the same in every country we were in. We talked to everybody. I 
don’t want you to try to give the impression here we just talked to 
certain ones. We talked to them all. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly tell us who met you at the airport 
when you arrived in Rome? 

Mr. Brinces. Let mesee. Mr. Santi was one. 

Mr. Arens. Is that Fernando Santi? 

Mr. Bringes. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Who is he, please, sir? 

Mr. Brinces. He was cochairman, I think, of the CGIL (Italian 
General Confederation of Labor) of France. I mean of Italy. Par- 
don me. 

Mr. Arens. Who else met you? 

_ Mr. Brinces. There was a couple of other people. One was an 
interpreter. 

Mr. Arens. Was Agostino Novella there? 

Mr. Brivers. I met him later. He didn’t meet us at the airport. 
There was two other officers there, and I have their names in the record 
we mentioned them. 

Mr. Arens. Did you have a conference with Agostino Novella ? 

Mr. Brinces. Later on, yes. 

Mr. Arens. Where and when did you have your conference with 
Agostino Novella? 

r. Brinces. I think it was in the headquarters of either the CGIL 
or the Transport Workers Union. 

Mr. Arens. The CGIL is the Communist controlled trade union in 
ae A is it not? 

r. Brivcrs. I don’t know. I want more proof than your word. 

Mr. Arens. Is Agostino Novella a Communist ? 

Mr. Briners. [ don’t know that either. I think he is now. Let me 
explain my answers. You know it is one thing in this country where 
it is kind of the thing you don’t do, going around asking people, 
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are you a Socialist, Communist, or Republican either. It is different 
over there. You don’t get a chance to ask. ocean the first thing 
people tell you, “I am a Socialist, I am a Socialist Democrat.” “I 
ama Communist.” And that is the way it works. 

Mr. Arens. Was Agostino Novella elected chairman of the WF TU 
while you were in Europe? 

Mr. Briners. I don’t remember that if he was. 

Mr. Arens. Is he now chairman of the WFTU ? 

Mr. Brinces. I think he is or he is one of them, at least. 

Mr. Arens. Did you discuss with Agostino Novella the forthcoming 
Pacifice- Asia Dock Conference to be held in Tokyo? 

Mr. Brivees. I am not sure. I could have and I couldn’t have. 
Discussions in this case could be around the fact that there was a con- 
ference going to be held, conferences already scheduled way, way a 
long time before we went to Europe. And it is confined to unions 
on the Pacifie base. In other words, it is not the idea of inviting 
unions on the Atlantic side to the Tokyo conference. 

Mr. Arens. Did you have a conference while you were in Italy 
with Luigi Longo, L-u-i-g-i L-o-n-g-o / 

Mr. Bripoers. I think so. I think he was one of the officers we met. 

Mr. Arens. He is one of the leaders of the Italian Communist 
Party; is he not? 

Mr. Brincrs. I don’t know. 

Mr. Arens. Was he former political commissar of the International 
Brigades in Spain? 

Mr. Brivces. I don’t know. I am not even saying I had a confer- 
ence with him. I said the name seems familiar. I might have and 
I might not. We met many, many people. I don’t want to say J 
didn’t. IT might have met him. 

Mr. Arens. While in Italy did you give any press interviews to 
the general press stationed in Italy ? 

Mr. Bripcrs. We never gave a press interview all the time we were 
overseas; none. 

Mr. Arens. Did you give an interview while you were in Italy to 
the press, to a paper Lavoro? 

Mr. Brinces. What does it mean ? 

Mr. Arens. L-a-v-o-r-o. 

Mr. Bripees. What does it mean? 

Mr. Arens. Lavoro. 

Mr, Scurrer. It is the name of a weekly newspaper. 

Mr. Brivers. Here is the reason I am asking the question. 

Mr. Argens. Did you give an interview to the editor involved? 

Mr. Brivcrs. You used the word “interview.” There was a couple 
of gentlemen there. I think they were public-relations men or press 
men connected with the Transport Workers Union. In that sense 
we had, I guess you could call it an interview. I am drawing the 
distinction now. We didn’t talk to the public press anywhere; no 
press statements at all; no public statements. 

Mr. Arens. But you did give an interview or did you have press 
conferences with representatives of Lavoro? That paper is the organ 
of the CGIL, is it not ? 

Mr. Brivers. That is different now. In Rome we had a conference 
or we gave an interview to the representatives of the trade union 
paper there. If that is Lavoro, I guess that is the paper. 
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Mr. Arens. Did you in your interview with the editors of Lavoro 
tell them that your union, ILWU was expelled from the CIO on an 
accusation that it was Communist controlled but that the accusation 
was without foundation ? 

May I read you a translation of one excerpt from this interview 
which you gave to the editors of Lavoro, the paper of the CGIL in 
Rome with reference to the ousting of ILWU from the CIO? 

Mr. Brinces. Read it. Let’s see how it sounds. 

Mr. Arens. With respect to ILWU expulsion from CIO were you 
quoted correctly by this Communist organ / 

Mr. Bripces. What was that again ? 

Mr. Arens. Were you quoted correctly? I am going to read it to 
you. 

It is not a matter of motives but of pretexts. We of the East Coast were 
ousted because of “Communism.” It is an accusation which has no foundation, 
unless the fight for the peace and international unity of the workers is a “Com- 
munist” fight. 

Did you make those statements to the editors of Lavoro for publi- 
cation in Rome? 
on Bripees. I can’t specifically recall the words but it sure sounds 

ike me. 

(Document marked “Bridges Exhibit No. 8, 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Bridges, I have in my hand the official reports 
of the CIO, 1950, on the expulsion of Communist-dominated organ- 
izations. 

Mr. Brinces. You mean the frameup because we wouldn’t line up 
for Truman, don’t you? 

Mr. Arens. I should like to invite your attention, first of all to this 
finding of the CIO. 

Mr. Brinces. CIO what? 

Mr. Arens. Official CIO. 

Mr. Briners. Thanks. 

Mr. Arens. Beginning on page 106 of the findings of the executive 
board of the CIO, established to look into Communist-dominated 
organizations, we find the following with reference to ILWU: 


* and retained in com- 


At no time during that 12-year period has there been one single instance of 
da deviating in any appreciable degree from the line of the Communist 

arty. 

At the time you told the editors of Lavoro that the accusation of 
Communist domination of ILWU by the Communist Party was with- 
out foundation were you aware of this finding by the CIO? 

Mr. Brinees. Can I see it? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

handed.) 

The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Brinces. I see the statement, at least those two or three lines. 

Just one statement in many pages. 


Mr. Arens. At the time that you made the statement in Rome to 
the editors of Lavoro for publication, were you aware of the findings 


[| 
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of the CIO after their investigation appearing on page 111 of this 
report as follows: 

The documentary evidence of subservience of ILWU, through its top leader- 
ship, to the Communist Party was corroborated by the oral testimony of 
Mr. Quill and Mr. Stone, both of whom gave testimony showing direct Com- 
munist control of ILWU. Both testified that Harry Bridges had, over « 
period of years, participated in numerous secret meetings between Communist 
Party functionaries and officers of Communist-controlled unions in the CIO, 
at which the party functionaries instructed the union officers as to the party 
line and as to the positions that they were to take in the CIO and in their unions. 

(Document marked “Bridges Exhibit No. 4,” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Bripers. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Were you aware of that? 

Mr. Briers. That was very funny, Stone and Quill testifying they 
had been in such secret Communist meetings and they weren’t Com- 
munists, the meetings that I was supposed to be at. I was there— 
and I wasn’t there, and they testified —— 

Mr. Arens. Did you participate in meetings with Eugene Dennis 
while you were head of the ILWU ? 

Mr. Briners. As far as I can recall, no. 

Mr. Arens. Did you participate in meetings with William Z. 
Foster ¢ 

Mr. Brivers. Just a minute. Excuse me. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Briners. A little entrapment, I am afraid. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Bripers. What was the question? With Mr. Foster? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bripers. What was it? What was the question ? 

Mr. Arens. Did you participate in meetings with William Z. Foster 
while you were head of ILWU ? 

Mr. Brinces. I have had meetings with Mr. Foster. 

Mr. Arens. Where? 

Mr. Brincres. In New York somewhere. I forget. 

Mr. Arens. Were you ever in meetings with William Z. Foster 
at the Communist Party headquarters? 

Mr. No. 

Mr. Arens. Have you met with Roy Hudson? 

Mr. Bripers. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Who is Roy Hudson ? 

Mr. Brivegs. I forget. 

Mr. Arens. Is he a top functionary of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Briers. I have known Hudson since he was aseaman. I have 
known him back on the west coast years ago. 

Mr. Scuerer. Wait a minute. He didn't answer the question. 

Mr. Bripces. What? 

Mr. Scuerer. Whether he knew Hudson was a high functionary 
of the Communist Party. ; 

Mr, Brivers. Yes. The answer is “Yes.” 

Mr. Arens. Jack Stachel ? 


89742—59— pt. 1——_5 
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_Mr. Brinegs. Stachel. I know Stachel. I can’t exactly recall the 
circumstances. 

Mr. Arens. Do pee know him as being a high functionary of the 
Communist Party 

Mr. Brinces. Yes. May I—look, let me tell you something. 

Mr. Arens. Just a moment, please. 

Mr. Brincgs. Just a moment. 

Mr. Arens. Did you conceal these meetings from the membership 
of the ILWU? 

Mr. Brinces. Any time I met with anyone I never concealed it 
from my membership, if I met Stachel or Foster or Hudson, my point, 
I was just going to make. All these questions have been asked of 
me and answered dozens of times under oath before court proceed- 
ings. I have answered them dozens and dozens of times going back 
25 years. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Bridges, you probably do not realize that this 
committee may feel unanimously that there ought to be legislation 
in the field of passports, but without a record to support our con- 
clusions it would be difficult to convince the majority of the Members 
of the House. 

Mr. Brinces. What has this got to do with me, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHarrMan. You are assisting us in making the kind of a ree- 
ord that will cause us to either recommend the enactment or not recom- 
mend enactment of legislation. 

Mr. Brinces. That is what I am afraid of. I am assisting you 
very much against my will covering a lot of ground that has been 
covered over a period of months and months in courts where I had 
a fighting chance. Here I haven't got a 

The Cuairman. I don’t know why you say that, “Here I haven’t 
got a chance.” We are not doing anything at all except developing 
facts for the purpose of legislating. That is all. 

Mr. Briners. And that is Just my point, Mr. Chairman. You 
want facts. Now, what are you doing here? 

The Cuamman. All you have to do is answer the questions. 

Mr. Brinces. And I am answering the questions. 

The CHatmman. Then the facts are adduced. 

Mr. Brinces. I am answering the questions by telling you the court 
records have all these questions answered many, many years ago that 
is better evidence or you get better answers than my answers here. 

The CHairman. The court records cannot be made a part of the 
record that we submit. 

Mr. Brinces. You have investigators. Instead of depending on 
my memory where you will come along at sometime and I might 
make a mistake just out of memory. 

The Cuarrman. No, we are only asking you. 

Mr. Briners. You claim that I was lying. 

The CHarrman. Only asking you the best of vour recollection, 
that is all. 

Mr. Brincgs. I don’t want to get into going in that business of best 
of my recollection. I didn’t even want to take the fifth amendment. 
For the first time in over 25 years of these kind of proceedings I 
took the fifth amendment today. TI would have been better off if I 
kept my yap shut then. 
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Mr. Jackson. May I make an observation to put this thing in 

roper context ¢ 

I don’t believe the cases having to do with the witness in which he 
refers to 20 years of litigation had as their objective recommendations 
to the House of Representatives on passport use and misuse which is 
the function of this committee. 

I think we can delineate the purpose in this fashion. 

(1) Is a given witness a member of the Communist Party ¢ 

(2) If he is, did the witness obtain under recent decisions of the 
Supreme Court a passport for travel abroad ¢ 

(3) If he did obtain a passport in that manner what countries 
did he visit ¢ 

(4) Did the itinerary followed by the witness deviate in any re- 
spect from the itinerary as furnished on the passport application ? 

(5) If it did so vary, in what instances did it so vary and for what 
purposes if it is possible to obtain that information from the witness? 

(6) With what Communist organizations, groups, and individuals 
did the witness confer during his travel abroad? And 

(7) Were the statements of the witness as reported from abroad 
detrimental to the national interest of the United States or intended 
to weaken the international position of the United States and its allies ? 

Now, it would seem to me that succinctly that is the purpose of the 
hearing. It has no other oto I think that in the chairman’s 
opening statement that was made perfectly clear. 

All the committee is attempting to determine in this instance is, 
whether or not the witness is or was at the time of making application 
for his passport, a member of the Communist Party, and { should like 
to direct that because that is fundamental to this inquiry if we are to 
determine whether or not there has been misuse of the passport. I 
should like to direct a question to the witness at this time very 
specifically, 

Mr. Brivces. May | ask a question first / 

Mr. Jackson. Just a moment, Mr. Witness. 

Mr. Brinces. I am not objecting if you ask me questions on my 
trip. Iam merely saying did you ask me “Did you see Jack Stachel ¢” 
Let me think about 25 years ago or 20 years ago and that. depends 
on my memory. And I am telling you you have got court reports 
where I answered the question 20 years ago under oath and that is 
a better answer than I can think of now. 

Mr. Jackson. I am not going to ask you a question that isn’t simple 
for you to answer. It doesn’t require any great amount of recollec- 
tion on your part. 

—— you ever been, Mr. Bridges, a member of the Communist 
arty ¢ 

Mr. Bripers. Do you understand—Is it Mr. Jackson ? 

Mr. Jackson. Jackson. 

Mr. Bripers. Do you understand that I have been through the 
courts over 20 years? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes; I understand that. 

Mr. Bripers. You understand I have had five decisions in my favor 
on that question, don’t you? You understand that I just for the 
lirst time have taken, refused to answer that question sande the priv- 


lege of the fifth amendment, not because I am guilty, but because 1 
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am in a better position probably than anybody else to answer that 
question and say no. I am in a better position because I have got 
court decisions saying that lam not. Butso many people get dragged 
in here and smeared and slandered and the courts have said that about 
this committee, who are not in the same pansies to fight as I am, 
innocent people that have been destroyed. I am not going to help this 
committee in that sense. 

This committee has done such a job saying that the people ipso 
facto that take the fifth amendment are guilty people. And it is not 
true. I can answer that. I have answered that question dozens of 
times under oath before a court of law. Here I take the fifth amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Jackson. In other words, you decline to answer that question, 
the question I have just posed ¢ 

Mr. Bripees. Under the fifth amendment and for the reasons I 
stated ; yes. 

Mr. Jackson. As of the time—— 

Mr. Brivces. I am not going to start another 20 years of litigation. 

Mr. Jackson. Let it be clearly on the record that this is a legislative 
purpose and, first of all, we should like to determine with your help, 
and you say you can say no, you have never been a member of the 
Communist Party. If that is the case, then it would be quite unlikely 
that we would have any great reason to inquire further. However, 
failing to do that, it still, it seems to me, is the duty of the committee 
to pursue it in light of your declination to answer that question. This 
has a legislative purpose, not a court purpose. It does not go to 
the point of the charges which are leveled against you which were 
— in the lower courts and subsequently reversed in the Supreme 

ourt. 

Mr. Bripers. You explain to me the difference. 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, indeed. 

Mr. Brinces. What is it? 

Mr. Jackson. We are trying to determine whether or not there has 
been misuse of passports issued by the Department of State to mem- 
bers of the Communist Party. This is what we are attempting to 

-determine. ‘The sole purpose of this series of hearings is to make 
that determination and to make such recommendations as may flow 
from the testimony to the House of Representatives. 

Mr. Brinees. I thought, Mr. Jackson, that in the correspondence 
we had with the committee, by my appearance here, you wanted to 
ask me questions about the people I saw, the trip, what we discussed, 
so that you could make a determination as to whether my trip over- 
seas was detrimental to the United States. I thought that was the 
purpose. 

Mr. Jackson. I don’t know about your exchange of correspond- 
ence. I haven’t read it. 

Mr. Brivces. With this committee I am talking about, with this 
committee. 

Mr. Jackson. My purpose as an individual member of this com- 
mittee is to determine whether or not members of the Communist 
Party have gone abroad and have damaged the United States. 

Mr. Brinces. There can be two separate things. When I get 4 
passport it is my understanding it didn’t mean—I was entitled to 4 
passport even if I was a Communist. 
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Mr. Jackson. That is what the committee is now investigating and 
a matter upon which the Congress will probably take action during 
this session. 

Mr. Brinces. What are you talking to me for? 

Mr. Jackson. Obviously we are not making much headway in 
talking to you, but—— 

Mr. Scuerer. May I just ask one or two questions? 

The application, Mr. Bridges, for your passport was made on July 
16, 19584 

Mr. Bringes. I think so; yes. 

Mr. Scuerer. You were not involved in the types of litigation you 
have been talking about at that time, were you, all the litigation took 
place prior to July 16, 1958. 

Mr. Brivces. In the main, but I was still involved in litigation. 

Mr. Scuerer. That was for the claim of taxes, income taxes—— 

Mr. Brivers. Yes. 

Mr. Scuerer. That you told us about. 

Mr. Bripees. Right; but it is all the same thing. 

Mr. Scuerer. Right. The Supreme Court decision in the case 
of- — 

Mr. Briwces. Bridges v. Robertson and Schmidt—— 

Mr. Scurrer. Case of Kent and Briehl v. The Secretary of State 
was decided on June 16, 1958, just a month before you made this 
application for a passport on which you refused to answer questions 
as to whether you were now or ever had been a member of the Com- 
munist Party. 

Mr. Briners. That is right. 


Mr. Arens. As of the time that you Fg: this interview—— 
a 


Mr. Brinegs. What is the point? y L ask. What is the point, 
eo rier In other words, you wanted to know why I didn’t ap- 
ply for a 

The CrarrmMan. Go ahead, Mr. Arens. 

Mr. Brivces. Am I entitled to some understanding as to why I was 
asked the question so I can answer it? 

The Carman. I don’t think you are concerned with what Mr. 
Scherer has in mind. He is merely straightening the record. 

Mr. Brinces. But the record is not straightened out, Mr. Chair- 
man. Will you give me a chance to straighten out the record. 

The Cuatrman. Go ahead. 

Mr. Arens. As of the time you gave an interview to editors of 
Lavoro for publication which you denied— 

Mr. Brinces. What is that again? What did I deny? 

Mr. Arens. The interview in Lavoro which you denied —— 

Mr. I didn’t. 

Mr. Arens. The charges of CIO respecting Communist domination. 

Mr. Bripegs. Oh. 

Mr. Arens. Of ILWU. 

Mr. Bripegs. I will deny them here. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know of any current officers of ILWU who to 
your certain knowledge were members of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Brivcrs. How was that again? Give me that one again. 

Mr. Arens. As of the time of your interview with Lavoro— 

Mr. Briners. That was a dilly. 
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Mr. Arens. Lavoro—did you know of officers of ILWU who were 
Communists ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Brinces. Did you say were, or am, or is# 

Mr. Arens. Were. 

Mr. Bripers. Were. That could be any time in their lives, in the 
past, either. 

Mr. Arens. We will start with that; yes, sir. 

Mr. Brinees. At any time. 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brinces. Yes. The answer is “Yes.” 

Mr. Arens. And who were they, please ? 

Mr. Brinces. I forget. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know at the time you gave this interview to 
Lavoro that Irving Charles Velson of ILWU was a Communist ? 

Mr. Brinces. Did you say—didn’t you say officer of the ILWU ? 

Mr. Arens. Official; yes, sir. Is Charles Velson employed or en- 
gaged in any capacity with ILWU ? 

Mr. Brivces. No. 

Mr. Arens. Has he been ? 

Mr. Brings. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Over what period of time! 

Mr. Brinces. Four or five years. 

Mr. Arens. When ? 

Mr. Brivces. Up until a few months ago. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know whether or not he is a Communist or has 
been a Communist in the recent past ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Brivers. I take it—I am not going to answer that. 

Mr. Arens. Why? 

Mr. Brinces. I can say—under the—the way this committee operates 
and the way have seen in the courts—I can say yes, I know he is a 
Communist, and I can be in trouble, and I can say he is not and I can 
be introuble. So Iam going to be safe. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know whether or not J. R. Robertson of ILWU 
is or in the recent past has been a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Brinces. Here we go down the line for every 60,000, 70,000 
members of the ILWU. Same answer. 

Mr. Jackson. On what grounds? 

Mr. Brinces. Same grounds. 

Mr. Scuerer. I don’t know what grounds. 

Mr. Bripces. The grounds of the fifth amendment. That is right. 
Let’s run up the record four or five hundred times. The 60,000 mem- 
bers in the ILWU and you will get the same answer with all of them. 

Mr. Arens. What position does Robertson hold in ILWU. 

Mr. Brinces. He is the first vice president. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know whether or not Louis Goldblatt—— 

Mr. Brinces. Same answer. 

Mr. Arens. Of ILWU is or in the recent. past has been a member of 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Brivces. Same answer with the same explanations. 

Mr. Arens. Would you hire individuals or representatives of 
ILWU whom you knew to be Communists? 
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Mr. Brivces. Would I? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brinees. Did you say would I, or did I? 

Mr. ARENs. Would you 

Mr. Brinees. I would go by the person’s ability to do the job for 
which he was hired. 

Mr. a Irrespective of the fact of his current membership in 
the part 

Mr. a The union that I represent has in the constitution that 
forbids discrimination for reasons of race, creed, religion, or political 
belief. I am its president sworn to uphold the constitution and I do 
my best to see that it is carried on. I intend to keep on doing it. 

Mr. Arens. What office does Louis Goldblatt hold, please, sir? 

Mr. Brivges. He is our international secretary-treasurer and holds 
it very well. 

Mr. Arpns. Henry Schmidt, what office or position has he held in 
the ILWU? 

Mr. Jackson. Mr. Chairman, I think something more than the 
names in question should go into the record, rather than the mere 
recitation of the names. I would suggest that counsel indicate and 
not leave the matter in abeyance as to whether or not these people 
are known to be members of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Arens. I expect to do so just as I finish one more name, Mr. 
Chairman. I have the list here before me. 

What position does Henry Schmidt hold with the ILWU ? 

Mr. Bripers. None. 

Mr. Arens. What position has he held ¢ 

Mr. Brinces. Pardon me. That is a mistake. I was wrong on 
that. He is an executive board member. We are just ending one 
period and going into a new period and so he is—— 

Mr. Arens. Do you know whether or not a Henry Schmidt is or 
in the recent past has been a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Brinces. Same answer, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Arens. Jeff Kibre, what position has he held or does he hold 
with ILWU? 

Mr. Brivers. Mr. Kibre is our Washington representative. Legis- 
lative representative. 

Mr. Arens. Can you tell us while under oath, whether or not 
to your certain knowledge he is now, or in the recent past, has been 
a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Brinces. To my certain knowledge? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brinces. Same answer for the same reasons. 

Mr. Arens. Now I will call your attention to sworn testimony by 
responsible witnesses under oath before this committee. 

Mr. Brinees. Who would that be? You name them. 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. Robert Gladnick, G-l-a-d-n-i-c-k. 

Mr. Brinees. Never heard of him. Who is that? 

Mr. Arens. On May 6, 1953, he took an oath before this committee 
and identified to his certainty Irving Velson as a person known by 
him to be a member of the Communist Party. 

Would you tell us whether or not that would make any difference 
to you in your relationship with Velson in ILWU ? 
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Mr. Briners. I have answered that question, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Jonansen. Mr. Chairman, at that point, I am not clear from 
the record as I heard it as to whether the witness answered cate- 
gorically that it would not make any difference or would make any 
difference. I think, Mr. Chairman, his answer was that he would 
judge on the abilities and so on of the individual. Does the record 
show a categorical answer that it would not make any difference? Is 
that your answer? 

Mr. Brivers. That is your words, Mr. Congressman. You are 
asking me how I would suggest it. 

Mr. Jackson. I would suggest— 

Mr. Bringes. If I had authority to hire a nage to do a certain 
job I would hire the person based on his ability and integrity and 

onesty and his guts to do the job. I put the question of his po- 
litical affiliations second. 

The Cuatrman. The fact of the matter is you would prefer a Com- 
munist over a non-Communist, would you not? 

Mr. Brinces. That is your statement, Mr. Chairman. It is not 
mine. 

The Cuatrman. I am merely asking you a question. 

Mr. Bripers. No need to put words in my mouth. 

The Cuarrman. I am aikinar you the question. Do you prefer a 
Communist over a non-Communist ? 

Mr. Brinces. Are you asking me a question now? Are you asking 
me a question ? 

The Cuarrman. Are you not listening to me? 

Mr. Brivces. I might be mistaken. I don’t want to be mistaken, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatmrman. Yes. That isaquestion. I am asking a question. 

Mr. Brinees. I thought you said “Now, the fact of the matter is 
you would prefer.” Now, that is one way. Now, if you are asking 
me a question “Would you prefer” that is a different thing entirely. 
Is that the question, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, that is the question. 

Mr. Brinces. Would I prefer? The answer is “No.” 

The Cuarmman. All right. 

Mr. Jouansen. Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to put any words 
in the witness’ mouth. But my question is: Would your certain 
knowledge that an individual was a member of the Communist Party 
prevent you from hiring him or from his appointment ? 

Mr. Brinces. It might or it might not. Let me explain my answer 
to you, Mr. Johansen. With all the furor and hysteria, and one 
thing and another that has grown up at least in recent years the ques- 
tion of hiring an official, a Communist to do a job for our union, might 
or would have to be considered even though I might think he was 
the best man for the job. But the general idea that has been placed 
in the public mind of all the terrible things that communism is or is 
supposed to represent, Communists supposed to do—— 

e Cuarrman. You are talking about Tibet now, aren’t you? 

Mr. Brivcrs. What is that? 

The Cuarrman. You are talking about Tibet, now, are you not? 

Mr. Brinces. Tibet. Where does Tibet get into this, Mr. Chair- 
man? Iam talking about America, 
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The CuairmMan. Oh, I see. 

Mr. Briers. If you want to talk about Tibet, I will do my best. 

‘The Cuarrman. Go ahead. 

Mr. Brivers. If this committee will let me go to Tibet, I might 
go there, too, if I get a chance. 

The Cuatrman. This committee has nothing to do for the moment 
with where you go. 

Mr. Brivcegs. it seems to me the committee is working hard to see 
that I don’t go any other place again. 

The Cuairman. The committee has nothing to do with that. That 
isentirely up to the State Department. 

Mr. Brinces. To try to answer your question, Mr. Johansen, my 
point is that although I might believe the man is the best man for 
the job, if at the same time he is an official Communist, that might 
hamper his work or the kind of work we would want him to do so 
much that he would be discarded for that reason. It is something 
that we would give consideration to as practical people. 

On the sie hand, I might say the same thing about a Republican. 
I would have lots of work were the very fact that the poor guy was 
an honest, decent Republican would render him—well, I could get 
someone better. 

Mr. Arens. Were you cognizant of the fact that J. R. Robertson 
of ILWU has been identified by responsible witnesses under oath, 
a responsible witness under oath, too, as a member of the Commu- 
nist Party? 

Mr. Brivces. Oh, I sat for days in a courtroom and heard wit- 
nesses testify. I wouldn’t call them responsible and the courts didn’t 
find them that way. That isa fact. 

Mr. Arens. Are you cognizant of the fact that Louis Goldblatt, 
one of the officers of ILWU, has been identified by responsible wit- 
nesses under oath as a member of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Brinees. I have heard witnesses testify to that effect under 
_ se I would again not call them responsible and the court so 

ound. 

Mr. Arens. Are you cognizant of the fact that Henry Schmidt 
has been—— 

Mr. Brinces. Same answer. 

Mr, Arens. Identified b responsible witnesses under oath as a 
member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Briners. I heard my sie: Henry Schmidt, character- 
ized as such by witnesses under oath. I wouldn’t call them responsi- 
ble. I would call them liars and perjurers. 

Mr. Scuerer. Pardon me just a minute. 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

_ Scuerer. You just said you called the witness a liar and per- 
jurer 

Mr. Bringes. Exactly. 

Mr. Scuerer. When they identified Schmidt as a Communist were 
they in error? 

Mr. Bruvggs. I say the court, three of them—— 

Mr. Scuerer. I am not asking about the courts. I am asking you. 
When they—— 

Mr. Brivers. What’s that? 

89742—59—pt. 16 
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Mr. Scuerer. When they identified Schmidt as a member of the 
Communist apparatus, were they in error? 

Mr. Briners. As far as I was concerned they were not only in error, 
they were cockeyed liars. 

Mr. Scuerer. Did you know Schmidt as a member of the Com- 
munist Party 

Mr. Brinces. Did I know? 

Mr. Scuerer. Did you know Schmidt as a member of the Com- 
munist Party / 

Mr. Brinces. I already answered that question. The same answer. 

Mr. Scuerer. Wait a minute. Did you know Schmidt as a mem- 
ber of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Brinces. I already answered that question. 

Mr. Scuerer. Do I understand that answer to be that you refuse to 
answer that question ? 

Mr. Brinces. That is right, for the same reason under the constitu- 
tional privilege of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Are you cognizant of the fact that Jeff Kibre has been 
identified by several responsible witnesses under oath as a member of 
the Communist Party ? 

" Mr. Brivces. No, I don’t know that. I think I have heard it 
ut 

Mr. Arens. Would it make any difference to you in your relation- 
ship with him in ILWU? 

Mr. Bripers. What do you mean? What do you mean by that? 
Would I hire him? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brinces. I already answered that question as best I could, 
whether it goes to Kibre or anyone else. 

Mr. Arens. Did you have conferences with leaders of labor groups 
with reference to the situation laborwise in Florence, Italy ? 

Mr. Brinces. Did I have conferences in Florence ? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brivces. No. 

Mr. Arens. Did you have conferences with respect to the situation 
in Florence 

Mr. Brivces. Well, in the discussions Mr. Santi couldn’t spend much 
time with us because he had to go to Florence. I think the city was 
tied up or about to be tied up in a general strike. So in that sense 
we had a conference where I inquired or he told us about the situation 
in Florence and I discussed that situation for my own information 
with trade union officials there, yes. 

Mr. Arens. Did you have conferences with trade union officials in 
Belgium ? 

Mr. Brivers. Yes: very fine people. 

Mr. Arens. Did you invite any of the people in Italy or in Belgium 
to participate in the Pacific-Asia Dock Conference? 

r. Bripees. I don’t recall that. I invited them to participate in 
our convention, our international convention. 

Mr. Arens. That is the one held on the coast recently ? 

Mr. Brinees. In Seattle, commencing April 6. A very success- 
ful convention. 

Mr. Arens. Did any of them come? 
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Mr. Brivces. We had communications from some of them saying 
that they couldn’t afford it, we had an offer from others to come but 
they couldn’t make proper passport arrangements. Ly 

Mr. Arens. Now, what was the next country you visited after you: 
left Italy ? 

Mr. Bripees. Greece—Athens. 

Mr. Arens. Did you have any letters of introduction ? 

Mr. Brivees. One. 

Mr. Arens. To whom? 

Mr. Brinces. Not to the the trade union people. 

Mr. Arens. Beg pardon? 

Mr. Brivcrs. Not to the trade union people. 

Mr. Arens. To whom was that letter of introduction ? 

Mr. Brivces. The Surgeon General of the Royal Greek Navy. 

Mr. Arens. From whom was the letter ? 

Mr. Brivces. Mr. George Christopher, the mayor of San Fran- 
cisco. 

Mr. Arens. Did you invite the labor leaders in Greece to the Pacific- 
Asia Dock Workers Conference ? 

Mr. Brinces. No. We got our contact with the labor movement in 
Greece through the U.S. Embassy in Athens, where we got very, 
very shabby treatment at the U.S. Embassy, the only Embassy that 
gave us nasty, shabby treatment. 

ne Arens. Did you have any discussions within the Embassy 
there 

Mr. Scuerer. Beg pardon, Justa minute. You said the U.S. Em- 
bassy in Greece gave you shabby treatment. 

Mr. Brincgs. That is right. 

Mr. Scuerer. Who was it in particular? 

Mr. Brivces. To answer it I will tell you the story. We had no 
contact: with the Greek labor movement and we had made no prior 
arrangements so our first call in Athens was to the American Em- 
bassy where we tried to see the labor attaché. I was at the reception 
desk and the gentleman at the desk, who was very courteous called 
the office of the labor attaché and said that he is not in. I inquired as 
to whether he would be back and there was further conversation. 
They didn’t know that. We only had 2 or 3 days in Greece. So after 
a few minutes of this it was pretty apparent to me that I was being 
given the brush off or lied to, mr a way of putting it. So we 
went out. 

Mr. Scuerer. They knew it was Harry Bridges, did they not, who 
wanted to see the labor attaché ? 

Mr. Brivcrs. I was told by the gentleman at the reception desk 
with a U.S. Marine standing by and certainly they knew it was me. 
I turned over my card and told the labor attaché who I was. 

So on the way out a young gentleman, who was an economist at- 
tached to the Embassy, who spoke English, came out and met me out- 
side, He was very nice and courteous and took me upstairs to his 
office and asked what we wanted to know. He phoned at that time, 
he phoned the Greek Federation of Labor and gave us the informa- 
tion and then we said that we tried to meet the labor attaché. He 
said, “I will arrange that.” He grabbed the phone, and asked for 
the name of the labor attaché and starts to talk to him and then right 
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in front of us he said over the phone “oh, oh, you are not in.” That 
was the end of contact. 

Mr. Scuerer. You don’t know who that was? 

Mr. Brinees. Who the gentleman was in the Embassy we were 
talking to? 

Mr. Scurrer. That you were trying to contact, what his name was! 

Mr. Briners. Yes; I have his name somewhere. I think it was 
either Mr. Samberger was attached—I think Mr. Samberger? was 
Chargé d’Affairs because we tried to see him too. I have the name 
of the labor attaché somewhere. 

Mr. Scuerer. You received a little different treatment from Am- 
bassador Zellerbach in Italy; did you not? 

; = Brinces. Very courteous and decent treatment from Mr. Zeller- 
ach. 

Mr. Scurrer. Did you have lunch with him? 

Mr. Bripers. That was true of every American Embassy we con- 
tacted elsewhere. We did not have lunch with Mr. Zellerbach. He 
was busy. 

Mr. Arens. What forces were contending in the Greek civil war? 
Do you recall ? 

Mr. Brinces. What is that ? 

Mr. Arens. What forces were opposing one another in the Greek 
civil war? 

Mr. Brinces. I don’t know. 

Mr. Arens. What was the position of ILWU on the aid to the 
anti-Communist forces in Greece ? 

Mr. Bripners. Before I answer that, which forces in Greece in the 
Greece civil war represented the workers? With that understanding, 
if they had such forces, we were supporting them. 

Mr. Arens. Was ILWU officially opposed to aid to Greece in the 
Greek civil war period ? 

Mr. Brivces. Would that be what you call the Truman Doctrine? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brinces. Yes, sir; we were. And, boy, when we went to Greece 
we sure found we were right. 

Mr. Arens. What was the next country that you visited after 
Greece 

Mr. Brivcrs. Egypt—Cairo, and Alexandria. 

Mr. Arens. While in Cairo did you attend the Afro-Asian Youth 
Conference ? 

Mr. Briers. I did. 

Mr. Arens. Did you meet any American delegates there ? 

Mr. No. 

Mr. Arens. How did you happen to meet the American ae 
Did you know their names prior to the time you went to E 

Mr. Bripces. What American delegates are you talking a put? 

Mr. Arens. Did you meet any American delegates to the Afro- 
Asian Youth Conference? 

Mr. Bringes. Not that I recall. We met quite a few. I don’t re 
call any delegates as such. 

Mr. Arens. Were you directly invited to attend the Afro-Asian 
Youth Conference in Egypt? 


1 James W. Riddleberger, Ambassador. 
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Mr. Bripces. By whom or when? 

Mr. Arens. Were you at any time? 

Mr. Brinces. While in Cairo? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brinces. Yes, sir. When right there; yes. 

Mr. Arens. Had you been invited prior to the time that you arrived 
in Cairo? 

Mr. Brinces. Not that I recall. Might have. Look, you are read- 
ing from all the reports we made. I will submit a full set of those 
reports. They are better than my memory. 

Mr. Arens. Did you discuss with the labor leaders in Egypt the 
question of strikes? 

Mr. Brivees. Sure. 

Mr. Arens. What did they tell you about strikes in Egypt? 

Mr. Brinces. Said they couldn’t afford them for the time being. 

Mr. Arens. Did they tell you that their strikes, in many ye 
parallel those of American unions during World War IT, namely, the 
strikes were a luxury they couldn’t afford? Is that the essence of 
what they told you? 

Mr. Brinees. Is that the essence of what they told me? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bripces. That is our conclusion. In other words—let me ex- 
plain that—the leaders of the Arab Federation of Labor, which is a 
new federation only 2 years of age, and we had many discussions with 
them, pointed out that a No. 1 problem was to build up industry in 
their country, consolidate their revolution, enforce the new laws, and 
they had many, many problems and although they had a legal and 
technical right to strike, that had been written into the constitution 
since the revolution, it was the official policy of the labor movement 
to refrain from striking and to prevent the local unions from strikin 
because they had more important things to do, namely, No. 1, buil 
up their economy, and defend themselves against such invasions as 
took place by Britain, France, and Israel a couple of years ago. 

Mr. Arens. Is that the attitude you described in your article, the 
same attitude of the American unions during World War II, namely, 
the strikes are a luxury that we can’t afford ? 

Mr. Brincrs. Under the circumstances. The article speaks for it- 
self, Mr. Counsel. Instead of me wracking my memory they were 
written at the time from on the scenes. I had a portable recorder with 
me, that I used to record. So the article is much better as to what I 
said and meant than my trying to remember now. We covered a 
dozen countries in 7 weeks, going day and night. 

Mr. Arens. During the period of the Hitler-Stalin Pact, which 
lasted until June of 1941 

Mr. Bripcrs. Yes. 

Mr, Arens. Did you support the policy of the Federal Government 
of the United States, at that time, with respect to “no strikes,” a policy 
of organized labor overall of no strikes? 

Mr. Brivces. We were affiliated with the CIO and I was an officer 
of the CIO and we supported the policy of the CIO. 

Mr. Arens. Did your union have any change of attitude toward 
the war in Europe after the breaching of the Hitler-Stalin Pact ? 

Mr. Brivegs. Not that I recall. 
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Mr. Arens. Did your union support or did you as an individual 
support policies of this Government with respect to the war in 
Korea ? 

Mr. Brivces. No. Justaminute. The union or did I, did you say? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brinces. You mean both? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brinces. The union supported the Government. I objected. 
And I got thrown into jail for it. I was jailed for it. And I still 
think I was more right than the union was. 

Mr. Arens. Suppose the U.S. Government decided to send arms 
or troops from our west coast to Nationalist China in the event of 
an armed conflict with Red China. Would you think it would be all 
right for ILWU to strike and sabotage the plans of this Government 
in that respect ? 

Mr. Brivces. I think that that is only something that could be 
determined by the membership of the union. 

Mr. Arens. Would you advocate a strike and sabotage of the plans 
of your Government in that event ? 

Mr. Brivces. There is no way I can answer that question. 

Mr. Arens. Did you answer that question when you were inter- 
rg on that particular subject by Mike Wallace on August 18, 
1957? 

Mr. Brinces. Have you the answer there? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. “Well, it could be.” 

Mr. Brinees. Go ahead and read it. 

Mr. Arens. That is the answer, “Well, it could be.” 

Mr. Brinces. All right. That is the answer. I think I said what 
Tam saying now. That would be a matter that the union would meet 
at that time. You see we think—— 

Mr. Arens. Here is the answer. “As an individual I would.” 

Mr. Brivees. All right. That is still the answer. Haven’t I got 
that right? 

(Document marked “Bridges Exhibit No. 5,” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Arens. In the event of war in Asia would you advocate a 
— cy the purpose of impeding the shipment of arms to our allies 
in Asia 

Mr. Brinces. Now, this is all mixed up here. We start off by talk- 
ing about a fight between Chiang Kai-shek, who I think is a bum, 
and the mainland of China. That is something between the Chinese, 
and you asked me my position on that. 

Mr. Arens. Would you advocate a strike in order to curtail the 
shipment of supplies in the event the U.S. Government would ship 
arms to Formosa? 7 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Brivees. Are we still talking about a war between Formosa 
and mainland China and you asked me what my position was? 

Mr. Arens. Yes. 

Mr. Brinces. I would object in every possible way I could. You 
are asking me. Then you asked me—— 

Mr. Arens. No, let’s just stay with the question, Mr. Bridges. 
Would you, as president of ILWU, advocate a strike in order to im- 


I 
\ 
] 
a 
t 
] 
I 
e 
a 
Q 
I 
t 
a 
\ 
t 


PASSPORT SECURITY 699 


pede the shipments of supplies to Formosa if the U.S. Government 
were shipping supplies to Formosa and Formosa and Red China 
were at war? 

Mr. Brroers. I don’t know what this has got to do with passports. 
But | want to relate to you the position— 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly answer the question ? 

Mr. Brinces. I will answer it in my way, Mr. Counsel, if you want 
an answer and if you will give me a chance. 

The Cuamman. Answer the question. 

Mr. Brincges. All right. We are still dealing with a possible at- 
tempt, as I understand it, of Chiang Kai-shek to invade the main- 
land of China. I am trying to tell you that my attitude toward that, 
I would strenuously object and do what I could to oppose the United 
States engaging in such a suicide enterprise. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly answer the question? Would you 
exercise your prerogatives as president of ILWU in the direction of 
using a strike of longshoremen so as to impede the shipments of these 
armaments which we have been discussing? 

Mr. Briners. I have no such prerogative. You are all mixed up. 

Mr. Arens. Would you advocate a strike? 

Mr. Brinees. I would prefer to wait and see what would happen 
at that time. I don’t know. At this stage of the game I don’t know 
what I might do. 

If I felt doing that would keep the United States from going into 
such a suicidal enterprise and meaning the loss of life in the United 
States my position at the moment would be, I think I would. 

Mr. Scurrer. You would ¢ 

Mr. Briners. I think a single life lost trying to help Chiang Kai- 
shek get back to the mainland, even one single American penny spent 
is outrageous. 

Mr. Scuerer. Even though the President of the United States 
adopted such a policy in the interest of the security of the United 
States ? 

Mr. Bricrs. The President could be wrong. A different thing. 
We are talking about these things. When you are talking about Con- 
gress declaring war, which Congress doesn’t seem to do any more these 
days, somebody else does it for us. If Congress declared war on a 
particular country I don’t think I would have much to say about it 
at all. I would go along or else. That is the way it works. When 
the country is at war you lose certain rights. ; 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Bridges, what was the next country you visited 
after Egypt? 

Mr. Brinces. Czechoslovakia. 

Mr. Arens. When you filed your passport application—— 

Mr. Brinces. Let me interpose to save you a little time—— 

Mr. Arens. Just a moment. 

Mr. Brinces. Mr. Arens. 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brincrs. You know we would like to go to Hungary, to dig 
out a few, at least, facts we hoped, but of course we were forbidden. 
We couldn’t even travel through Hungary to go from Cairo to Israel. 
We weren’t even allowed to fly through the airport, let alone visit 
the country. 
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Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Bridges, when you filed your wt ay pass- 
port application you did not list Czechoslovakia as one of the coun- 
tries which you intended to visit, is that correct ? 

Mr. Brinces. No, it is not correct. 

(Document handed.) 

Mr. Brincrs. Iamsorry. It is. One mistake. 

Mr. Arens. When did you decide you wanted to? 

Mr. Brinces. Get it right now. In order to explain that, you see. 
I am not saying that when we left we didn’t have in mind we might 
have time to do it. But we was in Egypt. The Egyptian people, 
because quite a bit of discussion was over the matter of relations 
between Israel and Egypt, so we were trying to go from Cairo in the 
Middle East to Israel, which is also in the Middle East and the only 
way we could get there was to go up around Prague, Vienna, or some 
place. We couldn’t go directly. So we decided we would change our 
itinerary and we went to Prague and Moscow and then Copenhagen, 
then back through Germany, back to Israel, all that way, all the way 
around back to New York. 

Mr. Arens. Did you contemplate going to Czechoslovakia when you 
left the shores of the United States? 

Mr. Brinces. I don’t know. I forget. 

Mr. Scuerer. I didn’t hear the the answer. 

Mr. Brivers. I forget, Mr. Scherer. If you ask did we have any 
specific plans, I can’t recall at this time. 

Mr. Jackson. You were very much surprised to find out Czechoslo- 
vakia was not listed on your passport application. You were quite 
certain it was. 

Mr. Brivees. The reasons for that was we planned a trip a couple 
years before. We originally planned a 4 months trip, and I tried to 
decide against going but I was ruled out by the rest of my officers 
because there was too tough a trip to try to cover in 6 weeks and 
originally I know I think we had in mind going to not only Czechoslo- 
vakia, but some other places like Yugoslavia and so forth. 

Mr. Arens. Did the fact that Prague is the headquarters of the 
World eanention of Trade Unions enter into your determination to 

o there? 
" Mr. Brincrs. I don’t think so. We know that Prague was head- 
quarters of the WFTU and we knew that before we talked to the 
people in Prague. 

Mr. Arens. Now, while you were in Prague, did you visit the head- 
quarters of WFTU? 

Mr. Brivces. We visited two or three very huge buildings. Now, 
I think that the trade unions there have these huge establishments 
and at least in one of them was the headquarters of the WFTU. It 
was completely devoted to WFTU. I am not sure. I think our 
records would reveal that. 

Mr. Arens. While in Prague did you give any press interviews? 

Mr. No. 

Mr. Arens. I have here an article (Feb. 8, 1959) from “Prace”, a 
daily newspaper of Prague which we have had translated, quoting 
Harry Bridges, and I should like to read you certain excerpts from 
that press interview. 

Mr. Brinces. Let’s get it straight first. When you say a press inter- 
view it brings to my mind talking to the public press. 
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Mr. Arens. You didn’t talk to the public press, is that correct? 

Mr. Briwers. Well, yes, once in Athens, where I said—the AP man 
cornered me so I interviewed him or he interviewed me, when we 
landed in Athens, how long we would be there, and when we left 
there. 

Mr. Arens. Did you give an interview then to Price, P-r-a-c-e ? 

Mr. Brinces. Was that the trade union paper 4 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brinces. Oh, yes, we talked to those people. 

Mr. Arens. Did you say as follows: 

Since American workers are constantly under the influence of press and 
radio, Which are hostile toward you, we will have to explain many ideas of 
our union members so that they may have a correct picture of life in Czecho- 
slovakia. For example, our visit at the TOV plant at Celakovice convinced us 
of the absurdity of the propaganda concerning working conditions in your 
factories, social care of workers, life of your youth, and the work and position 
of your union organization. After our visit to England, France, Belgium, 
Greece and Egypt, we got the impression that you are on the best way toward 
the achievement of even better results than you hitherto achieved. 

Is that what you told them in this press interview ¢ 

Mr. Bripcrs. Generally speaking, I think. That is only a part of it. 

(Document marked “Bridges Exhibit No. 6,” and retained in com- 
mittees files. ) 

Mr. Arens. Is that the essence? I haven’t omitted anything cru- 
cial, have 1? 

Mr. Briners. I think I am referring there to a visit, to certain 
visits we made in one plant in particular where we talked to the work- 
ers in that plant, surveyed the plant and compared conditions of such 
matters of unemployment, because Czechoslovakia, and I understand 
you go to a country like that where you can’t speak the language, we 
were less than 4 days, mainly depending on what people told you, in 
this case trade unions. As far as we understand, it was the first 
country we had ever even been in where there was no unemployment. 
We were very much interested in how come they had no wnemploy- 
ment and had abolished unemployment. 

Mr. Arens. Did it occur to you the abolition of unemployment bore 
any connection with forced labor in Czechoslovakia ? 

Mr. Brinces. That is what we were loking for, forced labor and 
couldn’t find any. 

I went to the American Embassy and asked where we could find 
forced labor. They couldn't. We checked with the Embassy. 

(Mr. Jackson left the room.) 

Mr. Arens. Are the trade unions in Czechoslovakia free or under 
the influence of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Brinces. Oh, I say they were under the influence of the Com- 
munist Party. 

Mr. Scuerer. The same as some of them in America? 

Mr. Brincrs. I think there is a statement to that effect. I think 
we had a constitution of the trade unions, and I think there is a state- 
ment to that effect there within their constitution. They don’t use 
the term “influence.” But they say in collaboration or cooperation 
or something like that. 

Mr. Scuerer. That happens in the United States with certain trade 
unions, does it not? 
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Mr. Brivees. What is that? 

Mr. Scuerer. Collaboration with the Communist apparatus. It is 
not unique in Czechoslovakia, is it? 

Mr. Brinces. Oh, I think it is much different. 

Mr. Scuerrer. Much different? 

Mr. Brinces. Much different, the way I am thinking of it. 

Mr. Scuerer. Some unions here in the United States are Com- 
munist-dominated, are they not ? 

Mr. Brinces. No. The way I am referring to there, Mr. Scherer, 
in Czechoslovakia we was out at the plant and we sat down with 
the plant management and the trade union leadership in that plant 
and we spent many, many hours, and I asked them what the collective 
bargaining processes were; and then they spelled out that in the bar- 
gaining to cover that plant because of social activities, recreation, 
housing, and other things, the bargaining goes on, where there is not 
only the plant management, there is youth representatives, there is 
trade union representatives and there is Communist Party representa- 
tives, that is, the Communist Party group in the plant. They kind of 
sit in in collective bargaining in certain aspects of collective bargain- 
Ing, “_ that is what I was trying to find out, just what part they 

ayed. 

, Mr. Arens. Did you make an ascertainment of how the people are 
faring under the Communist regime as compared prior to the time 
the Communists took over the country ? 

Mr. Brincgs. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. What was your conclusion on that? 

Mr. Brinces. Never mind my conclusions. Let’s go by what the 
workers told me. 

Mr, Arens. All right, sir. 

Mr. Brinces. Now, where I could, like in this plant we visited, for 
example, I talked—when we went into the plant, it was a big plant 
making machine tools, there was a balcony all around, so I spent the 
first 15 or 20 minutes walking around to see what they were working 
on, men and women working, just sizing up the pace at which they 
were working. They weren’t working hard. 

Then I noticed drifting down the alleyways, the aisles between the 
various machines, first of all I saw one woman walking down, a man 
with a couple pint pots of beer in his hands, and then over on the 
other side I saw a man walking down with a couple pint pots of beer 
and a couple of hot dogs in his hands. 

The general pace of the whole plant was pretty leisurely, I would 
say, with quite a few of the workers sitting at the machines and most 
a ae of them reading a book. 

r. Scuerer. Workers’ paradise ? 

Mr. Brivces. What is that ? 

Mr. Scuerer. Workers’ paradise. 

Mr. Brivces. Workers’ what ? 

Mr. Scuerer. Paradise. 

Mr. Brinces. I wouldn’t say that, Mr. Scherer. That is your term. 
I don’t think it is any son going to a country and just going in with 
a closed mind or prejudiced mind. What I was trying to do was to 
So ont on good things and bad things. That is what I was trying 

ou 
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Mr, Arens. That was one of the bad things you found out, Mr. 

ridges ¢ 
. Mr. Brices. You asked me to explain and I am trying to explain. 
I don’t have to talk the language to try to go to a country and see if 
workers work hard. And I am a worker, used to be a working stiff 
myself, and I can tell those things. 

‘| went to talk to workers on the job. 

And I said, “Allright. Look. This was since the revolution. How 
was it before the revolution.” And I asked them and quite a few of 
them talked English, and 1 am going primarily by what they told me, 
added to what I saw. 

This is the conclusions and that is what I based my conclusions on. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Bridges, we have here for display for your atten- 
tion a chart developed by competent authority, the AFL-CIO based 
on extensive research 

Mr. Briners. That is enough for me. I don’t want to see the chart. 

Mr. Arens. On the workers’ purchasing power in Czechoslovakia 
before the Communists took over and after the Communists took over. 
You have told about your experience in seeing the workers drink beer 
and relax in the plant. 

Mr. Brinces. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. I invite your attention to this chart, for the period be- 
tween 1938, before the Communists took over, and 1957, after they 
took over, which shows a tremendous disparity in the actual amount 
of working time required for purchasing power. 

Mr. Brinces. Who says so? 

Mr. Arens. That the worker must engage in in order to earn food, 
clothing, and the necessities of life. 

Mr. Brinces. I would sooner go by what I found out myself. 

(Document marked “Bridges Exhibit No. 7,” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Did you have supplied to you in the course of your 
study of conditions in Czechoslovakia, which you reported to the 
Commonwealth Club in San Francisco, and which you have reported 
in your press interview, the statistics from the Communist govern- 
ment as to the cost in actual hours’ work committed by the workers in 
Czechoslovakia prior to the time the Communists took over and after 
they took over? 

Mr. Brivers. I can only tell you what the workers told me along 
the same line. 

Mr. Arens. Did you discuss with the workers there the monetary 
reform in Czechoslovakia of June 1, 1953, which wiped out all of the 
savings of the workers in Czechoslovakia ¢ 

Mr. Briners. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. And did they tell you likewise of their right to strike:in 
the labor organizations or did they tell you that they didn’t have a 
right to strike ? 

Mr. Brinegs. Let’s back up a little. You said the monetary reforms 
which wiped out the workers’ savings, did I discuss them ? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. “4 

Mr. Brinces. I discussed that particular thing at that time, and I 
found out that no worker’s savings were wiped out. . 

Mr. Arens. Who told you that? 
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Mr. Brivces. The workers and the trade unionists. 

Mr. Arens. In whose presence did they tell you that 

Mr. Brinces. In whose presence? What do you mean? 

Mr. Arens. What worker told you that ? 

Mr. Brivces. Various workers I talked to where I could talk to 
them. 

Mr. Arens. Do you speak the Czechoslovakian language ? 

Mr. Brinces. No, 

Mr. Arens. Did you have an interpreter ¢ 

Mr. Brivces. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Who supplied the interpreter ? 

Mr. Brinces. The trade union. 

Mr. Arens. Who accompanied you when you went around and 
talked to these workers? 

Mr. Brinces. Trade unionists. 

Mr. Arens. And were these trade unionists Communists ? 

Mr. Brinegs. In some cases. 

Mr. Arens. You have no doubt in your mind, did you but that—— 

Mr. Brivces. Just a minute. Back up again. Now, wait a while. 
So we were talking to workers through the interpreters, but they 
are also talking, quite a few Czechoslovakian workers that would talk 
English. Somehow or other, I guess they may be smarter than we. 
They teach in addition to their own language other language in 
school. It is compulsory. I have never been more sorry in all my 
life that all I could speak was English. 

Mr. Arens. Did you discuss with them the right to strike? 

Mr. Brivces. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Did they tell you they had a right to strike? 

Mr. Brinces. Yes. 

J Arens. Did they tell you about any strikes they had called 
off 

Mr. Briwwcrs. Yes. 

They also told me much more than that when I got through 
enone them on that. It was their opinion they could gain a 

arn sight more by not striking, and I kind of agreed with them the 
way I saw it, than by striking. They have a different setup and wages 
are set based on productivity, and there is a production plan in every 
plant and unless the production plan is acceptable to the trade unions 
there is no plan, therefore there is no work in the plant. 

Mr. Arens. Did you discuss with the workers the administration of 
the vacation program ? 

Mr. Brinces. Fes, All under the control of the trade unions guar- 
anteed by laws, as well as free and comprehensive medical care, et 
cetera, et cetera, including the rates. 

Mr. Arens. I am going to ask you about that in detail in just a 
minute. 

Mr. Brivces. You sure spend a lot of time. 

Mr. Arens, You say the vacation program is under control of the 
trade unions. Are the trade unions in turn under control of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Bripces. According to what they said nope. 

Mr. Arens. I call your attention, Mr. Bridges, to certain of the 


official documents and statements on this very issue. 
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Mr. Bripoces. From the AFL-CIO, huh? 

Mr. Arens. No. We have the constitution of the Soviet trade 
unions. 

Mr. Brinegs. I have that; yes. 

Mr. Arens. We have the constitutions of the various Communist 
organizations, indicating beyond peradventure of a doubt, the control 
of the trade unions by the Communist Party. Are ake cognizant of 
the fact, Mr. Bridges, that in the administration of this vacation pro- 
gram which you have just lauded, that the recreation facilities of the 
vacation program are accorded on the basis of the fulfillment of quotas 
established by the trade unions ? 

Mr. Brinces. Leaving the last part out and taking one step at the 
time, I think it is generally true that the recreation facilities either 
are tied in directly with the production quotas, which are in turn 
set in conjunction with the unions. That is the way collective bar- 

aining proceeds over there and by and large the way wages are set. 
hat is true. 

Mr. Arens. Are you cognizant of the fact that the Premier of 
Czechoslovakia called for a reorganization of the health program, 
asserting that, “Insurance matters are administered without regard 
to the interests of socialist production, * * * the doctors also lack 
proper understanding of our productive needs * * *. “Very often,” 
and he is critical here, “Very often, (they, the doctors) take the er- 
roneous philanthropic and liberal view that the main objective is to 
provide relief for the individual * * *.” Did they tell you about that 
while you were in Czechoslovakia ? 

Mr. Briners. That is nothing new. We have that trouble every 
day right here at home. The same reasons. So that is true. What 
that refers to is that a lot of the production norms that we set in 1946 
they told us and with new machinery in the plants what was happening 
there was some severe inequities between plants. Some plants that 
had new machinery and more skilled or highly skilled workers over 
the years and therefore they were producing or meeting the plan with 
a great deal of leisure time and therefore this made them, or this al- 
lowed them to have more benefits. Because of these norms that had 
been set in 1946 they were struggling hard, both management and 
labor, to meet the same norms and being discriminated against as it 
were. That is what that refers to. 

Mr. Arens. Did the individual workers there tell you of their right 
to quit their job? 

Mr. Brinees. Sure did. 

Mr, Arens. Any time they want to? 

Mr. Briners. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Go from job to job? 

Mr. Brioges. No, they can’t do that. But they still have cases. 
They have a technical right. I guess it is something like the Negroes 
in the South here. They have a right to vote but it is kind of danger- 
ous to do it. 

Mr. Scuerer. Just a minute, Mr. Arens. 

Mr. Bridges, you are going to fall backward. You are just about 
a quarter of an inch from the end of the stand. 

Mr. Brivers. I will fall somewhere before I am through. 

Wheel _ In Czechoslovakia, did you talk to George Shaw 
eeler 
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Mr. Brivces. George who? 

Mr. Arens. George Shaw Wheeler. 

Mr. Brincrs. Yes, I saw him. 

Mr. Arens. Who is George Shaw Wheeler 4 

Mr. Brinces. I knew Wheeler here in the city many years ago, him 
and his wife. 

Mr. Arens. In what capacity did you know him? 

Mr. Brincrs. I was a member of the Cooperative Bookshop in the 
city of Washington many, many years ago and a very fine institution 
and he was active in that, both him and his wife. 

Mr. Arens. What was George Shaw Wheeler doing in Czecho- 
slovakia when you were there? 

Mr. Brivces. Teaching at the university. 

Mr. Arens. Was he a citizen of the United States at the time? 

Mr. Brinces. I don’t know. 

Mr. Arens. He renounced his citizenship, did he not 

Mr. Brinces. I don’t know. 

Mr. Arens. Did you make a prior arrangement to confer with 
George Shaw Wheeler before you went into Czechoslovakia ¢ 

Mr. Brivces. No. 

Mr. Arens. How did you happen to know that he was there 

Mr. Brinces. He came down to the hotel to see us. He knew Gla- 
zier who is also someone he knew, somehow or other. I guess he 
heard we were there. He came down to the hotel. We had a few 
drinks together and talked and found it interesting and I wanted to 
check a few things-with him. I arranged to see him later and I saw 
him later again for a short time. 

Mr. Arens. Did you in the course of your interview with these 
Embassy officials in Prague advise them that the trade union ofli- 
cials had up to that point given you a run around ? 

Mr. Brinces. No. 

Mr. Arens. When did you leave Czechoslovakia ¢ 

Mr. Brivces. What do you mean, what date ? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. Approximately when? How long were you 
in Czechoslovakia? That will be sufficient. 

Mr. Bringes. About 314 days. 

Mr. Arens. What was your next stop ? 

Mr. Brinces. Moscow. 

The Cuarrman. The committee will stand in recess until 2 o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 12:20 p.m., the hearing recessed to reconvene at 
2 p.m. of the same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION, TUESDAY, APRIL 21, 1959 


aes hearing was resumed at 2 p.m.) 
At the expiration of the recess the following members of the coin- 
mittee were present: Representatives Walter (presiding), Doyle, 
Willis, Scherer, and Johansen.) 

The Carman. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. Bridges, will you please resume the witness stand ? 
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TESTIMONY OF HARRY BRIDGES, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
GEORGE R. ANDERSEN—Resumed 


Mr. Bringes. Are we is session, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuamman, Yes. 

Mr. Briwwces. What is this gentleman doing here # 

Do I have to submit to photographs ! 

The Cnarmnman. No. 

Mr. Bripces. I am sorry for the working members of the press but 
there isa principle involved. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Bridges, prior to your arrival in the Soviet Union, 
did the ILWU or did you as an individual maintain contacts with 
persons in the Soviet Union ? : 

Mr. Briwcrs. Yes, I think so. You are talking about correspond- 
ence? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. With whom did you correspond ? 

Mr. Brinces. The trade union people. 

Mr. Arens. Who were they, do you recall ? 

Mr. Brinces. Offhand, no. 

Mr. Arens. With what trade unions were they connected in the 
Soviet Union ? 

Mr. Brinces. The transport union. 

Mr. Arens. Do you recall the name of the transport union ? 

Mr. Bripces. One would be a gentleman named Yarosh, Y-a-r-o-s-h. 

Mr. Arens. May I, without being rude to you, ask if you are read- 
ing from a prepared itinerary that you have? 

Mr. Brinces. I am reading from a few notes of that, yes. It is a 
prepared itinerary. Do you want it? 

Mr. Arens. I just wondered if that is in such condition that you 
would present it to the committee if that is your itinerary on the peo- 
ple with whom you conferred. 

_ Mr. Brivers. In part. It is rough. It would need me to interpret 
it. 
Mr. Arens. All right, sir. 

Mr. Brivees. Unless you take it along with me it is not much good. 
Mr. Arens. When you arrived at the Soviet Union, with what 
groups or persons did you confer ? 

(At this point, Mr. Moulder entered the hearing room.) 

Mr. Brinces. Officers of the Soviet Sea and River Transport Work- 
ers Union and officers of the All Union Central Council of Soviet 
Trade Unions. 

Mr. Arens. Do you speak Russian ? 

Mr. Brivces. No. 

Mr. Arens. Did you have a Russian interpreter ? 

Mr. Brings. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Did you in the course of your conferences in Moscow 
confer with any Government officials other than officials of the trade 
unions ? 

Mr. Brinegs. I do not know. 

Mr. Arens. I am not quibbling with you. You spoke of your con- 
ferences with officials of two trade unions. 
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Did you, in addition to that, confer with Soviet leaders in the Goy- 
ernment ¢ 

Mr. Brinces. I am just trying to figure because in practically every 
country we went to we found that the trade union leaders were the 
members of the government; in Britain, for example, members of the 
Labor Party al Mr. Santi and others. I don’t know which one of 
these leaders were members of the Soviet, Supreme Soviet or not. 

Mr. Arens. Did you in the course of your conversations with these 
officials in Moscow discuss with them the findings that you had ar- 
rived at as a result of your experiences in England, France, Italy, and 
Czechoslovakia ? 

Mr. Brinces. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Arens. Did you confer with American personnel at our Em- 
bassy in Moscow ? 

Mr. Brivces. We certainly did. We were treated very courteously 
and very well. I want to make it clear because of something I said 
here earlier today about the treatment we received at the Greek Em- 
bassy; I would not want it to appear that the young man that made 
the arrangements for us with the Greek Federation of Labor went 
out of his way to do it. I don’t want to cause anybody the loss of 
their jobs. 

Mr. Scuerer. I did not have that in mind. I was going to compli- 
ment him on his conduct. 

Mr. Brinces. I am glad to hear it, Mr. Scherer. 

I am saying that we received very courteous and fine treatment 
with the personnel of every embassy we went to, including Moscow 
and Prague with this one exception. 

Mr. Arens. Did you discuss with our Embassy personnel the loca- 
tion of slave labor camps in Soviet Russia ? 

Mr. Brincgs. I sure did. 

Mr. Arens. Were you advised by them respecting the maximum 
security prison labor camps and the existence of slave labor camps 
in certain areas? 

Mr. Brivces. Do you want me to tell the story ? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brivers. All right. 

We went up, I think the second day we were there we went up to 
the Soviet Embassy, met two gentlemen. They were economists at- 
tached—I said Soviet Embassy. I meant the American Embassy. 
One was a Mr. Winters, economic officer of the U.S. Embassy and I 
think the other was a man named Hunter.’ We explained that we 
wanted to find out all we could while we were in the Soviet Union, 
we were only due to be there 4 days, we had not intended to come. 
We did plan to go to the port of Leningrad, which was frozen over. 
That was more or less part of our itinerary going to and coming back 
from Sweden and Denmark. 

So we discussed general things like the new 7-year plan. 

These were two economists. We eos 8 a certain amount of 
skepticism as to whether such things could be done in the span of time, 
it required a huge jump in industrial overall production, and they 
likewise expressed their skepticism. 


1 Richard C. Harmstone, Vice Consul, U.S. Embassy, Moscow. 
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They had all the Soviet papers there. They had been analyzing 
it. Both of them spoke Russian. 

Then we finally got around to the issue of slave labor camps. I 
told them that we had made arrangements as far as we were able 
to with these trade union officers we were speaking to and the officers 
of the All Union Central Council of Soviet Trade Unions to be taken 
anywhere we wanted to go and to take anybody with us that we 
wanted to take and to see anything we wanted to see. 

I said to these two gentlemen in the Embassy, “ I want to see some 
slave camps. Where are they? What is their address? You people 
live here.’ 

I noticed that on the table they had some documents of the ICFTU 
dealing with slave labor, the ones that say that Russia is full of slave 
labor camps. 

Well, the gentleman said, “Well, listen. Since the change from the 
Stalin era and certain other changes, why, there have been quite a 
few changes and people have been released, et cetera, and now they 
are called prison camps.” 

Well, let's settle for them. Where are they?” I says, “While 
we are at it, of course we can go visit these camps. Both of you 
gentlemen speak Russian. I would like to have one or both of you 
accompany us to one of these camps so that we won’t be hornswog- 
gled and necessarily have to depend upon the Soviet interpreters.” 

“Well,” they said, “you had better ask the trade union people what 
is the location of these places.” 

I said, “I am asking you. You are the American Embassy here 
and I am asking you the location of some of these slave labor camps. 
Do you know of any ?” 

And they said, “No.” 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Bridges, the Committee on Un-American 
Activities solicited via the State Department a report on the essence 
of that conversation and was advised, in essence, that the American 
Embassy officers simply told you, sir, to request the Communist 
Soviet. officials to conduct you to any maximum security prison labor 
camps, the existence of which is common knowledge in the Soviet 
Union, and more specifically that you specify the areas of Norilsk, 
N-o-r-i-l-s-k, or Magadan, M-a-g-a-d-a-n. 

While you are under oath, would you kindly tell us whether or not 
the information which I am now imparting to you is a substantially 
correct summary of the information given to you by the Embassy 
officials ? 

Mr. Brinces. Back up a minute. That is quite a statement. 

Let’s start all over again, piece by piece. I will tell you. The age 
of McCarthy isn’t dead yet. I don’t want to cause any poor fellows 
overseas to lose their job. 

Mr. Arens. While you are under oath—— 

Mr. Brinces. Don’t remind me I am under oath, I have been under 
oath lots of times. 

Mr. Arens. Whether or not the American Embassy officials in Mos- 
cow told you that if you wanted to see slave labor camps you should 
request the officials there to direct you to any maximum security 
ee labor camps, the existence of which are acknowledged by the 

viets. 
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Mr. Brivces. No. Just a minute now. Wait a minute. 

The way you put it is he gets it all twisted up. 

I related what happened. They said, “On slave labor camps they 
have more or less been changed, et cetera, and they call them prison 
camps now and if you want to see one of them, well, you had better ask 
the people you are dealing with.” 

Mr. Arens. Did you ask the people you were dealing with about 
seeing these prison camps 4 

Mr. Brivcrs. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Did you see any of them ? 

Mr. Brivcgs. No. 

Just a minute. Understand, I went back and I said, “I'll let you 
know later on,” because I wanted to take these two Russian speaking 
gentlemen from the Embassy to go along with us and, when they 
couldn’t go, I thought “what the hell is the use?” 

Mr. Arens. Did you make any specific request to see prison labor 
camps in the Norilsk or Magadan area? 

Mr. Brincrs. I don’t even know what those names mean. 

Mr. Arens. Did you make any request to see prison camps in any 
specific area ? 

Mr. Brinces. Furthermore, the gentlemen in the Embassy did not 
mention those names to me. 

Mr. Arens. Did the gentlemen in the Embassy direct your attention 
to the problem of prison labor in the Russian crab industry ? 

Mr. Bripces. Sure did. I have got it all written down. 

That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Did that just slip your memory a few minutes ago? 

Mr. Brinces. No, that’s a special point. If you had not mentioned 
it, I would have. Let me tell you about that. Want to hear it? 

Mr. Arens. Yes; please, sir. 

Mr. Brinees. All right. In effect, as I recall it, I said, “Look, there 
is one place we have heard of.” 

I asked them “Wait a while.” Hearing and knowing is two differ- 
ent things. 

“Well, this is our information.” 

Mr. Scuerer. Mr, Chairman, may I clarify something? I may be 
wrong and correct me if I am wrong, but I remember that you said 
a few minutes ago that these men in the U.S. Embassy said that they 
had no knowledge as to the location of any slave labor camps or 
prison camps. 

Mr. Brinces. That is right, Mr. Scherer. I pressed the point. Un- 
derstand, I want to be fair about this. They said that the nature of 
the camps had been changed, that with the end of the Stalin era they 
call them prison camps now. 

Mr. Scuerer. You said that they told you they had no knowledge 
of the location of any of these camps, whether you call them prison 
camps, slave labor camps, or whatever you call them. That is not 
what they say they said. 

Mr. Brinces. Well, I am trying to get it right here. When they 
said that they had been changed to prison camps, I said “All right. 
Where are they? We will go and see them. Will you come with us?” 

They said, “Go and ask your friends for those locations.” 

That is what I don’t want to disagree with them. I know what I 
know and I know what my notes show. 
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Mr. Arens. Did they discuss with you what they call closed areas 
in the Soviet Union ¢ 

Mr. Brivces. How about getting back to the crab? 

Mr. Arens. Yes,sir. I thought you concluded on that. 

Mr. Brinces. Oh, I hadn’t 

Mr. Arens. Did they point out—— 

Mr. Briners. I hadn’t even gotten started. 

Mr. Arens. Excuse me, then. 

Let me pose a question, if you arn sir. Did they call your at- 
tention to slave labor used in the crab industry ¢ 

Mr. Brinces. They said, according to their information these were 
the circumstances and that we had a law or a regulation in America 
here where, because of the nature of labor used in these crab can- 
neries, that that crab was barred from importation into the United 
States. I was very interested because amongst some of the members 
of the union I represent fishermen and I said, “Well, I have to admit 
that a lot of our members would be for that particular law, maybe for 
different reasons.” But I said, “let’s have this information. This is 
interesting. This is something I didn’t even know about.” 

So we copied down or he copied down in his handwriting the loca- 
tion of this cannery. 

Well, inasmuch as we only had 2 or 3 days there and inasmuch as it 
was in Vladivostok, that was a little too far away for us to attempt 
to visit so we had to exclude it. 

Mr. Arens. May we get this record clear of this instance. Did the 
American Embassy officials make known to you their knowledge of 
the existence of slave labor or prison labor camps in Soviet Russia ? 

Mr. Bripces. Only in the sense that I told you. 

Mr. Arens. Did you, after your return from your trip, make a 
speech out in San Francisco before the Commonwealth Club? 

Mr. Bringes. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. After you made your speech, was there a question and 
answer period ¢ 

Mr. Brivegs. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. I should like to read you what we have as an excerpt 
of part of your answer to certain questions. 

Mr. Brinces. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. (reading) : 

We went up to the American Embassy, two economists there speaking Rus- 
sian, and said, “Now look, we are here, we’re in like Flynn, as it were. We can 
go any place and see anything we want to see. You people both speak Russian, 
come along with us so that we don’t get hornswoggled.” Well, they didn’t 
exactly say no, but they didn’t say yes either, and we asked these questions 
about strikes, slave labor camps, how free the labor movement was, come along 
and help us ask the workers questions, so that we don’t have to believe our 
translators. Well, they said they would have to give 48 hours’ notice to the 
Soviet Government and it would look like we suspected them of not telling the 
truth. And I said, “That is just what Iam saying. That is the purpose of this.” 
Well, it didn’t develop. I go to the same Embassy and I say, “Listen. We 
want to know about these slave labor camps. Now, we have been promised 
by these people, all big people in the Soviet trade union movement, they will 
take us anywhere and let us see anything we want to see. I want the address 
of a couple of slave labor camps. And I want you people to come along because 
you speak Russian.” 

They said, “Sorry, we don’t know of any.” 
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Now, is what I have just read you a true and correct reproduction 
of the statements you made before the Commonwealth Club on March 
20, 1959? 

(Document marked “Bridges Exhibit No. 8,” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Brinces. What’s the difference between those statements and 
what I am saying here? 


(For purpose of comparison, the Memorandum of Con- 
versation prepared in Moscow on February 9, 1959, by Messrs. 
Winters and Harmstone of the United States Embassy 
follows:) 

MemMorANDUM OF CONVERSATION 


Date: February 9, 1959. 
Participants: 
Mr. Harry R. Bridges, President—International Long- 
shoremen’s Union 
Mr. William H. Glazier, Mr. Bridges’ assistant 
FSR George P. Winters 
FSO Richard C. Harmstone 

Messrs. Bridges and Glazier came to the Embassy about 
noon on February 9, and asked to see the Embassy’s economic 
“hg They had arrived in Moscow the previous day, they 
said. 

Mr. Bridges went somewhat out of his way to stress the 
fact that this was his first visit to the Soviet Union, also that 
neither he nor Mr. Glazier spoke the language; hence their 
desire to benefit from the economic knowledge of the report- 
ing officers and their hope that either or both of the latter 
might accompany them on some of their meetings or tours 
with the Soviets, assuming this could be arranged. Bridges 
was 2 ener all possible cooperation. Interestingly enough, 
Bridges telephoned back about two hours after leaving the 


Embassy to report that arrangements had been made to visit 
the port of Odessa the following day. They were + Spr 


by air at 3 a.m., returning from Odessa about 6 p.m. following 
a day in the port. He had, he said, raised with the Soviet 
trade union officials the question ef inviting an Embassy 
officer to accompany them and these officials hed promptly 
acceded to the request. They had, however, indicated that 
certain problems concerning “closed areas” might require 
resolution between the Embassy and Soviet Foreign Ministry. 

Bridges was told that the matter would be looked into and 
we would call him back at the hotel. Following a discussion 
of this matter with the Minister-Counselor, a phone call was 
put through to Bridges, who was informed that the Embassy 
deemed it advisable to adhere to the Soviet rule requiring 
forty-eight hours’ advance notice for trips outside the Mos- 
cow perimeter. This, for example, we had previously done on 
the occasion of the recent visit of the U.S. Electric Power 
Delegation to the U.S.S.R., despite the fact that an Embassy 
officer was specifically invited by the Minister of Electric 
Stations. Bridges expressed disappointment, but seemed to 
accept the logic of the situation. 
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A second matter stressed by Bridges was his concern with 
the problem of “slave” or prison labor camps in the U.S.S.R. 
“Could the Embassy,” he asked, provide him “with the spe- 
cifie location of a known labor camp,” which he in turn could 
present to the Soviet authorities with his request to investi- 
gate conditions in said camp. This question was fielded with 
the generalization that much less is known about such camps 
today since the post-Beria “reforms”. He could, however, 
we suggested, simply request a visit to any “maximum secur- 
ity” prison labor camp, the general existence of which is 
acknowledged by the Soviets. Moreover, he might further 
specify a camp in some such well-known area as Norilsk 
ov Magadan, although the time required for any serious in- 
vestigation in such distant areas might take them consider- 
ably beyond their indicated departure date, only two days 
hence, 

Finally, it was pointed out by the reporting officers that 
the problem of prison labor in the crab industry marks an 
area in which the U.S. Government had taken action to pro- 
hibit imports of crabmeat. The efforts of a previous eco- 
nomie oflicer of the Embassy were related, who had expressed 
to the Soviet authorities his preparedness to travel to any 
crabbing industry installation at any time; thereafter to 
report to his government the labor conditions observed there. 
As no response had been received by the Embassy to this 
offer, here it seemed was a specific question which Bridges 
might fruitfully bring up in his conversations with the So- 
viets along this line. Bridges expressed great interest in 
this possibility, pointing out that some of his union members 
were employed in this ‘branch of industry, and that he and 
Glazier would not hesitate to extend their stay in the Soviet 
Union if provided the opportunity to really look into this 
“slave labor” business. 

Bridges alluded to the poor treatment accorded him and 
Glazier by our Embassy in Athens, although we were unable 
to elicit the specifies of the charges. In Prague, apparently, 
the pair was received more cordially, presumably as they 
were then being received in Moscow. ‘The most important 
information turned up by these “investigators” in Prague 
(presumedly not from an Embassy source) concerned the 
problem experienced by the Czech Government in petting 
people to settle in its border areas with Germany. The rea- 
son for the difficulty, it turned out, was a series of open and 
illicit radio transmissions from Germany which counseled 
the Czechs not to return to these areas as the West Germans 
were soon coming back to take them over. 

Turning to the question of the present role and status of 
Soviet trade unions, the reporting officers stated their strong 
impression that the average Soviet worker neither thinks 
much of, or expects much from his trade union today; also, 
that the present regime was experiencing no little difficulty 
in its efforts to regenerate some enthusiasm. 
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In order to give Bridges and Glazier some idea of this 
attitude of Soviet citizens towards their trade unions, one 
officer read out loud some of the exchanges between members 
of a Soviet audience and the speaker at a public lecture on 
Soviet trade unions in Moscow last year. ‘The exchanges are 
reproduced below. 

“Q. All you said about widening union rights was said 
years ago by Lenin. Why weren’t his views carried out? 

“A. There were many conditions that interfered; chiefly, 
there were not enough members in the unions until the pres- 
ent time. 

“Q. Why do we have wages of 230 rubles a month and 
12,030 a month ? 

“A. N.S. Khrushchev already has spoken about this. In 
addition, I have mentioned the 500 rile minimum wage to 
be introduced under the new plan. 

“Q. Tell us about unions abroad, particularly about the 
Yugoslav workers’ councils, 

“A. There is not time to discuss foreign unions. Regard- 
ing Yugoslav workers’ councils, we have objectively studied 
them and decided that they were unnecessary and besides, 
would only serve to weaken the existing factory union com- 
mittee. 

“Q. If the unions are democratic bodies, why are there 
many high union officials who have not been elected to their 
positions by union congresses? (Here a voice from the audi- 
ence called out, ‘They are recommended by the Central Com- 
mittee of the CPSU.’) 

“A. That is true. These people are recommended by the 
CC of the CPSU, and there is no reason why they should not 
serve as union officials.” 

Bridges said these questions were a “healthy sign”. They 
were the same type of questions members of his union put 
to their leaders. As for other unions, and the character of 
the democratic process prevailing in them, “nobody has any 
questions about the way Meany gets elected”, said Bridges. 

Glazier was handed an article to read on Soviet trade 
unions, which appeared in the December 1958 issue of the 
ICFTU publication Spotlight. Glazier read the article, 
which is quite hostile in tone, finding it “very interesting”. 

In discussing the possibilities for increasing the Soviet 
labor force, one of the reporting officers observed that a re- 
duction in the size of the Soviet militia would release many 
able-bodied men for employment in industry. Bridges said 
he would not raise the question of the size of the Soviet police 
force in his talks with Soviet officials as they might inquire 
about the U.S. police force which, in his opinion, is enormous. 

Other more theoretical topics were touched upon briefly in 
the course of the conversation; these included the Soviet 
method of calculating labor productivity, possible elimina- 
tion of supplements to wages of non-native personnel in the 
Soviet East, the problem of reducing the work week with- 
out reducing production, ete. 
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Mr. Arens. Would you kindly answer the question? 

Mr. Brivers. I have answered the best I could. I have told you. 

Mr. Arens. Just-a moment, sir. Is what I have read you a true 
and correct statement of what you said before the Commonwealth 
Club on March 20, 19594 (Referring to quotation appearing on 

T11. 
Mr. Bripcrs. Let’s read it. 

(The document was handed to the witness.) 

Mr. Brinees. Is this title correct, “Taken From Tape of Questions 
and Answers”? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Briners. I see. I would say generally this is true. 

Mr. Arens. Is this part particularly true that I read you? 

Mr. Brinees. Don’t Vit anything out of context now. 

Mr. Arens. If I lift it out of context you correct me. 

Mr. Briners. I sure will. 

Mr. Arens. Did the American Embassy officials, when you asked 
them about slave labor camps, say, and I quote specifically, “Z’hey satd 
‘Sorry, we don’t know of any’ ”? 

Mr. Brivers. That is what I said there. Now, understand, in this 
exchange that was—I was speaking there. I was trying to make the 
questions brief and this compresses it into just that answer and all 
1 have done here is elaborate it; but when you get down to the essence 
of it when I compressed and said, “I want to see a slave labor camp,” 
they said, “We don’t know of any”, that is right. 

Mr. Arens. Didn’t the American Embassy officials tell you par- 
ticularly about prison labor camps in the crab industry ? 

Mr. Brivees. They told me about the crab industry based on their 
information, yes. 
ae er ogg Did they tell you about prison labor camps in the crab 
industry ¢ 

Mr. Brivers. They did in a sense. 

Mr. Arens. Did they tell you? 

Mr. Brivges. I think there is a big distinction here, Mr. Counsel. 
My understanding and my recollection of what they said, they said, 
“Look. There is another place you might go and visit because we 
have a law against importing the crab canned in that place because it 
employs slave labor,” meaning here is a place where at least we have 
gone so far as to pass a law because it has got slave labor. There is 
a place, maybe the kind you are looking for, and you ought to go and 
see it. 

That sets that crab cannery apart from the other things. 

Mr. Arens, Did the American Embassy officials tell you to ask 
to see any maximum security prison labor camp, the existence of which 
is acknowledged by the Soviets? 

Mr. Bringrs. Maybe they didn’t use the words “maximum secu- 


rity,” but they certainly used the words “prison camp” and said, “This 
is what has happened to the slave labor camps. hey have turned 


(em into prison camps.” 
We asked, “All right. Where are they? We will go and see 


them.” 
Mr. Scnerer. You mean they have changed the name, since 
Khrushchev took over, from slave labor camps to prison camps? 
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Mr. Bripvcrs. This is my impression of what they are saying. The 
way they describe it there have been quite a few changes which we 
know about since the Stalin era and all the rest of it that a lot of 
rules have changed and, from what I understood, too, the Embassy 
people to say, a lot of people had been released. There was much 
more. 

Mr. Scuerer. My specific question was, they now call the slave 
labor camps, since this change you are telling us about, prison camps?! 

Mr. Brivces. That is not what they told us. With the explanations 
that I have given here that is what they said. I am trying to quote 
these gentlemen correctly because obviously, they seemed to me to be 
trying to cooperate. 

Mr. Arens. You did not tell the Commonwealth Club, however, 
about their announcements to you about the prison labor camp in 
the crab industry, did you ¢ 

Mr. Brincrs. No. I didn’t say it not because I was trying to con- 
ceal anything. I only had a certain amount of time and I was trying 
to cooperate with the people in the Commonwealth Club and answer 
questions as quickly as I could. 

Mr. Arens. You did not tell the members of the Commonwealth 
Club about the American Embassy personnel telling you that if you 
want to find slave labor camps just ask to see the maximum security 
‘wer labor camps, the ammanst existence of which is acknowledged 

y the Soviets, did you? 

Mr. Briners. To accommodate you, as soon as I return to San Fran- 
cisco, I will ask the officers of the Commonwealth Club to have another 
whirl at it and I will tell them next time. 

Mr. Arens. When you see the officers of the Commonwealth Club, 
will you display to them a copy of this map you saw on the table of 
the American Embassy officials when you were there, which points 
out dozens of slave labor camps and with a notation at the bottom 
“A reward of $1,000 will be paid by the Free Trade Union Com- 
mittee for evidence disproving the authenticity of the Soviet docu- 
ments here reproduced.” 

Did you see on the table at the American Embassy in Moscow a 
map or a chart similar to the one which I now display to you show- 
ing the existence of numerous slave labor camps in Soviet Russia? 

Mr. Brivers. No. 

Mr. Arens. I beg your pardon ? 

Mr. Brinees. No; not that I can recall. 

Mr. Arens. What was the map that you saw there? 

Mr. Brinces. I wish I had have. 

Mr. Arens. What was the map you saw ? 

Mr. Bripegs. I didn’t say I saw a map. 

Mr. Arens. Did you see a chart there ? 

Mr. Brivces. No. 

Mr. Arens. What did you see in the nature of documentary evi- 
dence displayed to you or available to you there in the American Em- 
bassy in Soviet Russia with respect to slave-labor camps? 

Mr. Brincres. There was some literature and papers in English. I 
didn’t pick them up and read them. I just saw “The figures tell.” 
The whole desk was covered with English and Russian papers. 

Mr. Arens. Did these papers relate to slave labor camps? 
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Mr. Bripers. I saw one of them. It was an 1CFTU publication 
with some reference to it. 

Mr. Arens. Did you read that publication ? 

Mr. Briwers. No. sev 

Mr. Argens. You went there for the a my of inquiring about the 
existence of slave-labor camps, did you not? 

Mr. Brivers. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. And you saw a publication there by the ICFTU, telling 
about slave-labor camps; did you not ¢ 

Mr. Brinces. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. But you did not pick it up and read it; is that correct? 

Mr. Bripers. Why should I¢ I have read so much junk from that 
outfit that why should I waste my time on a trip where I was short 
of time reading it there and, for my money, that is probably junk, too. 

My information doesn’t check with what they say. 

Now, I might be wrong but I am entitled to an opinion based on 
what Isaw. And if that is the case, listen, what are the reasons we 
were in the Soviet Union? Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuarrman. Yes. | 

Mr. Brinces. In view of passport legislation, we saw all kinds of 
people traipsing around Moscow and the Soviet Union from this coun- 
try and every other country. ' 

The AFL-CIO forbids any trade-union delegations to go to the 
Soviet Union. We observed a rule in our trip overseas that when we 
couldn’t go somewhere and see anything we had the right to assume the 
worst. 

Now, belly dancers, musicians, now soon the Vice President, I hope 
is going to be visiting the Soviet Union. The labor movement of 
this country forbids unions to send official delegations to the Soviet 
Union. I think it is because they are afraid that the unions will find 
out some of the truth. 

I am not trying to conceal any of the bad things, including slave- 
labor camps, their existence or nonexistence. 

_Mr. Arens. May I read to you, sir, now, in view of your observa- 
tion, a “Statement by the AFL-CIO Executive Council on Contacts 
with ‘Trade Unions’ in Totalitarian Countries,” issued in San Juan, 
P.R., February 20, 1959: 

The myth that the Soviet Union is a workers’ state is the constantly repeated 
claim of Communist propaganda. It is on the basis of this deception that the 
Soviet leaders address their appeals for fraternity and support to the trade 
unions, the organizations of workers in other countries. 

The Soviet leaders openly proclaim the domination of their own so-called 
trade unions by the Communist Party. They rarely trouble to disguise the sub- 
servience of these so-called trade unions to the Soviet Government. In fact, 
they often claim that this “privileged” position is something which trade unions 
in other countries should envy. Short of using military force, the major weapon 
of the Communists in their campaign against the Free West is the subversion 
of trade unions and other organizations of workers. 

Under the false front of peaceful coexistence and alleged departures from 
the harshness of the Stalinist regime, the present leaders of the Soviet Union 
are renewing their efforts to win moral respectability for their regime and to 
mislead the workers of the free world into accepting these state company unions 
as bona fide organizations of the workers. 

The Executive Council of the AFL-CIO, therefore, reiterates its opposition to 
the idea of free labor sending delegations to any country which prohibits free 
trade unions, outlaws all free trade union activities and penalizes workers for 
advocating free trade unionism—whether such country be Communist or Fascist 
or any other totalitarian hue. 
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Mr. Brivcrs. What’s the question with respect to that document? 

Mr. Arens. In view of your observation Oe prem the position of 
certain labor organizations on this question of observing slave labor 
camps, I was calling your attention to the statement of the AFL-CIO. 

Mr. Brinees. I am glad to see a congressional committee—that is 
what the lawyers call a self-serving statement. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly tell us, sir, did you inquire of the 
Communist officials in Moscow as to the conditions upon which per- 
sonnel of the U.S. Embassy could accompany you on the trips to the 
slave labor camps? 

Mr. Brinces. Give me it again. 

Mr. Arens. Did you inquire of the Communist officials in Moscow 
as to the conditions under which American officials could accompany 
you on your proposed tour of the slave labor camps ‘ 

Mr. Brivers. I was talking to trade unionists. 

Mr. Arens. Did you make a solicitation of the Communist officials, 
whether they be trade unionists or officials of the Government, for per- 
mission for American Embassy officials to accompnay you ¢ 

Mr. Brincrs. I asked the trade union officials that we were meeting 
with would it be all right, and they said “yes.” 

Mr. Arens. Did they tell you that it was, under their policy, neces- 
sary for an official notice to be given 48 hours in advance ? 

Mr. Brivers. I had already been told. I was told that by the gentle- 
men in the Embassy. 

Mr. Argens. Did the gentlemen in the Embassy, to your knowledge, 
make any solicitation at your behest in order to accompany you on thie 
prop tour of the slave labor camps ? 

Mr. Brinces. According to what they told me, yes, sir. We were 
going to Odessa that evening and when we didn’t make any headway 
on the slave labor camps, I asked would they accompany us to Odessa 
where we were going to talk to the workers, the longshoremen of 
Odessa. They said they would let me know. 

So we had all the arrangements made. We were going by plane, 
leaving around midnight, and I talked to the gentlemen at the Em- 
bassy around 6 o’clock and they explained, and it made sense to me, 
that by the regulations in the Soviet Union they had to give 48 hours’ 
notice before they moved out, that is under Soviet regulation, before 
they moved away from the Embassy over a certain distance, and that 
they apparently had discussed this matter with their superior—I 
don’t think it was the Ambassador—and that, the way they explained 
it to me, they didn’t want to ask this favor of the Soviet Govern- 
ment under these circumstances. 

The Cuarrman. May I get this straight? From what I under- 
stand you to say, the officials of this Government must obtain per- 
mission, 48 hours in advance, before they move out of our Embassy ’ 

Mr. Bripees. My understanding, Mr. Chairman, was that to travel 
as far as Odessa, which was quite a ways, although they could move 
to certain distances, but a trip of that kind required 48 hours’ notice 
to the Soviet Government and official permission of the Soviet Gov- 
ernment to make a trip of that distance and that they apparently had 
conferred with some of their superior officers in the Embassy and 
a decision had been reached that under the circumstances now, I can 
draw my own conclusions. I am relating a conversation that, under 
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the circumstances, they did not wish to ask an exception to the rules 
tomake thistrip. Therefore they couldn’t go with us. 

Mr. Arens. Now, sir, when you were concerned about finding in- 
formation respecting slave labor camps in the Soviet Union, were you 
aware of the fact that a survey was conducted in 1953 under the aus- 
pices of a United Nations committee (Ad Hoc Committee on Forced 
Labour, UN and ILQ) by three eminent jurists, one from India, one 
from Norway, and one from Peru, and they published a study under 
the asupices of the United Nations on forced labor and in that study 
the report found that the Soviet Union and its satellites used forced 
labor as a means of political coercion and that it existed “in its fullest 
form” and on a seale of “considerable economic importance.” Were 
you cognizant of that study and that report when you walked into the 
American Embassy and asked about the existence of slave labor 
camps 

Mr. Brivces. I was trying to conduct my own survey in conjuction 
with the American Embassy. 

Mr. Arens. Were you aware of the existence of this report by the 
United Nations? 

Mr. Bripees. I don’t know if I was or not. It wouldn't make any 
difference to me if I was. 

I was trying to conduct my own survey and I put much more 
faith in a trade union survey, so all I was trying to do to get it 
straight, I tried to explain, is that 1 went to the U.S. Embassy and 
tried to join with them to conduct our own survey of slave labor 
camps, and I have related the story here of what success we had. 

Mr. Arens. Did they say, “Sorry, we don’t know of any.” 

Mr. Brinces. That has been answered. 

(Document, marked “Bridges Exhibit No. 11,” and retained in 
committee files. ) 

Mr. Arens. Now, sir, did you, while you were in the Soviet Union 
give any press interviews ? 

Mr. Brivers. That is right. Once again a press interview/ We 
had a discussion, with a trade union bulletin, I think it was. 

Mr. Arens. Did you have any general press interviews or was 
it only with the publications of Communist labor organizations / 

Mr. Bripees. What does that mean ? 

Mr. Arens. What publication did you have an interview with? 

Mr. Briners. I don’t know. 

Mr. Arens. Was it Trud? 

Mr. Brivers. If that is the publication of the Transport Workers 

‘nion, then that is probably the one. 

Mr. Arens. Now, during the course of your interview with this pub- 
lication of the Communist trade union organization 

Mr. Brinees. Just a minute, Mr. Counsel. You keep on making 
these descriptions and I hope this record is clear and I want to make 
it clear that these are your designations. 

Mr. Arens. We will make it clear in a few minutes because Lam 
going to get into a question about the control. 

Mr. Briners. What was the last time you were in Moscow ? 

Mr. Arens. Now, sir, did you in your interview with Trud make 
the observation that the Soviet trade unions are more democratic 
than many American trade unions? 
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Mr. Brincrs. I did. Well, maybe that is not the exact words. | 
am not going to go by your translations, et cetera, but I made a state- 
ment along those lines. a 

The answer is “Yes.” Do you want me to explain it or is this 
committee suddenly boosting the democracy of American trade unions! 

I have got a lot to say on that if you want me to open up. 

The Cuarrman. We are not going to spend the afternoon talking 
about the democracy of trade unions or the lack of it. 

Go ahead, Mr. Arens. 

Mr. Arens. In the course of your study of the trade unions in the 
Soviet Union, was your attention directed to the trade union statutes 
and by-laws of the Soviet Union which read as follows: 

Soviet trade unions carry on all their work under the leadership of the Com- 
munist Party, the organizing and directing force of Soviet society. The trade 
unions of the U.S.S.R. rally the working masses around the party of Lenin and 
Stalin. 

Did you have your attention directed to that statute ? 

Mr. Brincrs. I had my attention directed to a copy of the constitu- 
tion of the unions printed in English. I don’t know what you have 
there but if you get a copy of the constitution itself, an official docu- 
ment of the trade union, I was talking to at least the transport union 
and there is some language, not exactly the same as that, but some- 
thing along the lines where it says that “this union works in connec- 
tion with Communist policy,” or something like that. 

I think the best document would be the official copy of the consti- 
tution itself. 

(Document marked “Bridges Exhibit No. 12,” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Arens. Did you have your attention directed while you were in 
the Soviet Union and while you were in the process of issuing this 
statement about the democracy of the Soviet trade unions, to the 
Soviet trade union bylaws—— 

Mr. Brinces. Justa minute. Let me stop you. 

You asked me a part of a question a while ago where my answer 
in effect was “Look. In some respects after studying this question, 
the framework of the trade unions, the way they function, their elec- 
tions, et cetera,” I said, “I find them more democratic in this way than 
many American unions I know.” 

Now, that was my statement. You are chopping it up and lifting it 
out of its general context. 

I have already told you if you want me to explain further why I 
said that, I am willing to go. 

Mr. Arens. Were the trade unions in the Soviet Union free public 
organizations ? 

r. Brinces. They are guaranteed. That is the way they are 
described under the law as far as I know. 

Mr. Arens. And did you describe to the Commonwealth Club in 
San Francisco your discovery that the labor unions in Russia are free 
public organizations ¢ 

Mr. Brivees. I think I did because that is the way the law reads 
governing trade unions. 

Mr. Arens. They are free public organizations ? 

Mr. Brinces. That is the language of the law, Mr. Arens. 
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Mr. Arens. Did they also call your attention to that part of the 
statutes and bylaws requiring every trade union member— 

a. To strictly observe State and labor discipline ; 

b. To guard and strengthen public Socialist property as the sacred inviolable 
basis of the Soviet system, as the source of wealth and power of the Motherland, 
as the source of all the workers’ well being and cultured life. 

Did they call your attention to that statute ¢ 

Mr. Briers. I think the language, not the same words but gen- 
erally, is in their constitution. 

Are you asking me if it is there or are you asking me what I think 
of it? 

Mr. Arens. You were making a study there and later reported to 
the Commonwealth Club your findings and you alluded to some statute. 
I was only inquiring whether or not they directed your attention 
to these statutes. 

Mr. Brinces. Yes; I got a copy of the laws and I got a copy of the 
constitution of the unions and I studied it. 

Mr. Arens. Did you meet George Morris while you were in Mos- 
cow 

Mr. Brinces. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Who is George Morris? 

Mr. Bripers. George Morris. If he is not now or wasn’t at that 
time he used to be the correspondent for the New York Daily Worker. 
That is the Communist Party paper. 

Mr. Arens. What was he doing in Moscow # 

Mr. Brivers. I don’t know. I think he was covering the congress 
over there. 

Mr. Arens. Did you confer with him respecting the trade unions in 
the Soviet Union ¢ 

Mr. No. 

Mr. Scrrerer. May I ask if you referred to George Morris? 

Mr. Arens. M-o-r-r-i-s. 

Mr. Scuerer. Correspondent for the Daily Worker? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr, Scurrer. Does your investigation show whether Morris ob- 
tained a passport since the Supreme Court decision of June 16, 1958 / 

Mr. Arens. It does; yes,sir. He has one. 

Are you cognizant of the articles which George Morris has been 
writing in the Worker respecting the Soviet trade unions ? 

Mr. Bripers. No. 

Mr. Arens. Are you aware of the statements he has been making 
showing the intimate connection between the trade unions in the 
Soviet Union and the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Brivers. No. 

Look. I have known George Morris, I guess, since 1934. Now, I 
am not going to ask George Morris about trade unions. Iam a trade 
unionist. If I want to know something about trade unions I just 
figure I will go to the trade unionists. 

I met George Morris and we hoisted a couple of drinks and that 
was that. Ieven thought that was allowed. 

Mr, Arens. Did you, while you were in Moscow, give an interview 
which was carried in a Canadian paper, The Canadian Tribune, re- 
specting the trade union movement ? 
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Mr. Briwers. Did I give a which? 

Mr. Arens. Did you give an interview ? 

Mr. Brivces. To save you time, the only interview is the one you 
just referred to. ‘There wasn’t any other. 

You can call it an interview if you like, talking about discussion 
with the trade unionists and these members of their trade union staff, 
that is, their newspaper staff. There was no other interview. 

Mr, Arens. Did you make a public statement of attribution to 
yourself while you were in Moscow to the effect that it would be good 
if American trade unionists and the AFL-CIO would visit the Soviet 
Union—they would find out that everything told the working people 
in the United States about the U.S.S.R. is pure lying and slanderous 
propaganda, 

Did you make that statement ? 

Mr. Brincrs. I don’t recall making the statement in those words. 
I said this, if you want me to repeat from memory: that with all the 
other people visiting over there I thought that the trade unions should 
send some trade unionists over and help to correct what I thought is 
a lot of misleading information that has been poured out about the 
people and workers of that country. 

(Document marked “Bridges Exhibit No, 13,” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Arens. How about the slave labor camps? Is that all lying, 
slanderous propaganda / 

Mr. Brivces. Including that, too. Instead of depending upon any- 
thing, anybody else, send a trade union delegation over to see if they 
can have any better luck than we did. 

I said that, that is right, and I am still saying it now. Maybe thie 
committee will join with me and let us jointly suggest to the American 
Federation of Labor to send some trade union delegations over to find 
those slave labor camps. 

Isn’t that a good suggestion ? 

The Cuamman. Just a moment, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Brinces. How about the committee going over? [ don't like 
congressional junkets, but I think that would be a good one. 

The Cuarrman. It is not necessary for the A. F. of L. to make such 
asurvey. They have already made it. 

Mr. Brinces. They have? 

The Cuarrman. Here it is. 

Mr. Brivcgs. After all, Mr. Chairman, with all the nice things that 
congressional committees say about what happens in the labor move- 
ment, I am a little surprised to find so much championing of the 
A. F. of L. here. 

The Carman. Of course, when you are saying “championing, you 
are speaking of me because I happen to have a very good labor record. 

Mr. Brincres. I am not questioning that. Maybe I myself might 
disagree, Mr. Chairman, but I am not questioning that at the moment. 

My whole purpose in what I was saying there, and I said it there 
and I am saying it here, is that instead of boycotting a country and 
forbidding trade unionists to go over, the AFL-CIO ought to send 
some people over and I hope you give them passports, I went to my 
own membership. 
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The Cuarrman. If you got a passport, certainly anyone in the 
A. F. of L. ought to be getting one. : 

Mr. Briwers. That is why I wonder what I am doing here, Mr. 
Chairman. You are proposing to pass legislation to prevent tainted 
people from going overseas. It seems to me I am about your worst 
subject. If I can’t get a passport after two trips to the Supreme Court 
and a half a dozen hearings giving me a clean bill of health, what 
chance is there for the average citizen? What am I doing here? 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Bridges, did you in your conversation with the 
officials in the American Embassy in Moscow ask them about the 
attitude of Soviet citizens toward their trade unions ¢ 

Mr. Briners. Yes. 

No; I asked the Soviet citizens—— 

Mr. Arens. I said did you ask at the American Embassy about the 
attitude of Soviet citizens toward their trade unions / 

Mr. Brivers. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. While you were at the American Embassy in Moscow, 
did they read you a portion of certain exchanges at a public lecture 
on Soviet trade unions which was held in Moscow in 1958 ? 

Mr. Briners. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Did you tell the Commonwealth Club about this? 

Mr. Brivcgs. No. 

Mr. Arens. Let me read this to you and see if this is a true and cor- 
rect account of some of the exchanges which the U.S. Embassy officer 
read to you while you were in Moscow, which took place between 
members of a Soviet audience and a speaker at a public lecture on 
Soviet trade unions in 1958 : 

Question. All you said about widening union rights was said years ago by 
Lenin. Why weren’t his views carried out? 

Answer. There were many conditions that interfered ; chiefly, there were not 
enough members in the unions until the present time. 

(QJuestion. Why do we have wages of 230 rubles a month? 

Answer. N. 8S. Khrushchev already has spoken about this. In addition, I have 
mentioned the 500 ruble minimum wage to be introduced under the new plan. 

Question. Tell us about unions abroad, particularly about the Yugoslav Work- 
ers’ Councils. 

Answer. There is not time to discuss foreign unions. Regarding Yugoslay 
Workers’ Councils, we have objectively studied them and decided they were 
unnecessary and besides, would only serve to weaken the existing factory union 
committee. 

(Question. If the unions are democratic bodies, why are there many high union 
officials who have not been elected to their positions by union congresses? 

(Here a voice from the audience called out, “They are recommended by the 
Central Committee of the CPSU.”) 

Answer. That is true. These people are recommended by the CC of the CPSU, 
and there is no reason why they should not serve as union Officials. 

Now, Mr. Bridges, did the American Embassy officials in Moscow 
read you word for word the language which I just read to you? 

Mr. Briners. It might not have been word for word, but, as far as 
I can recall, it is almost word for word and they read it. 

(Document marked “Bridges Exhibit No. 14,” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Did you make any report of this either in your article, 
“On the Beam,” carried in the Dispatcher, or in your interview with 
the Communist papers, or in your speech before the Commonwealth 
Club in San Francisco ¢ 


‘ou 
ion 
ff, 

to 
iet 
ple 
ds. 
the 
ild 
1s 
the 
ng, 
1y- 
1ey 
the 
“an 
nd 
ike 
wh 
hat 
ve- 
the 
‘Ou 
rd. 
rhit 
nt. 
ere 
nd 
nd 
my 


724 PASSPORT SECURITY 


Mr. Brivcrs. I didn’t before the Commonwealth Club, as far as I 
can recall, but I will certainly tell you that I didn’t say anywhere 
what I wanted to say. I didn’t have the time there but I will certainly 
be willing for a return appearance. 

Mr. Arens. Now, would you kindly answer the question: Did you 
make any reference—— 

Mr. Brinces. No, I told you I didn't. 

Mr. AReENns. In either your interview with the Communist 
26, or your article “On the Beam” in the Dispatcher of the ILWU, 
or before the Commonwealth Club ¢ 

Mr. Brinces. I don’t know. I have answered on the Commonwealth 
Club. The answer is “No”. 

Second, the article “On the Beam,” I don’t know. I can’t recall. 
We wrote a lot of stuff; and third, I don’t recall whether I mentioned 
it in the interview. 

My recollection is that I did. 

Now, why don’t you explain just what that is all about, Mr. Coun- 
sel, because that is not a point to illustrate what you are saying. 

Mr. Arens. The query outstanding is: Why did you not explain 
what it was all about when the Embassy officials called your attention 
to the colloquy existing in a Soviet people’s organization, their pro- 
testing the fact that the union officials are not elected, but they are 
designated by the Central Committee of the Communist Party ¢ 

Now, Mr. Bridges, in connection with that, did you inquire or dis- 
cuss with the trade union leaders in the Soviet Union, the new drive 
which is now in vogue in the Soviet trade unions for the establishment 
of workers’ courts in the thousands of factories throughout the Soviet 
Union 

Mr. Brineres. Don’t move so fast. Back up to where we were. I 
will answer this one in a minute, the one you just asked me, but stay 
on the other one first. 

Look. One of the reasons we didn’t mention this is that they were 
the two gentlemen in the Embassy who attended this lecture. This 
was a lecture, a meeting, a public meeting and in the course of this 
lecture that was taking place. This is in Moscow, mind you, where 
there is no free speech and there were these trade unionists getting 
together and they were nailing this government. official with these 
questions and the questions were being asked and answered and the 
Embassy people were putting this forward as some indication that 
the lid was coming off, there was more freedom for the people, in 
other words. Sothis isthe meeting of this here. 

Mr. Arens. To your mind, does it indicate that there is additional 
freedom when the leader of the trade union movement answers a ques- 
tion protesting the lack of democracy in the union groups by saying 
that the officials of the union are designated and recommended by the 
Communist hierarchy, and therefore they are properly installed as 
leaders of the union ? , F 

Mr. Briners. All I know about that is that this was told to us by 
the representative of the Embassy. That is all 1 know about it. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Bridges, did you discuss this with the trade union 
leaders 

Mr. Brivers. Is it important, Mr. Counsel, that they were telling us 


this as a part of our inquiries on slave labor camps where they said 
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there had been changes made as well as to illustrate that some of the 
workers were complaining about how the trade unions were run. 
That was their point. 

Mr. Arens. Did you regard this as an important conversation ? 

Mr. Briwcrs. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Then why did you not relate it to your Commonwealth 
Club audience, and why did you not use it in your articles in the Dis- 
patcher, and why did you not allude to it in your interviews with the 
Communist papers in Europe if it is an important element ? 

Mr. Bripces. Because ever since I have been back I have been speak- 
ing and writing reams. I am not a writer. I am a longshoreman. 
I am a trade unionist. Give me time. I have only been back a few 
weeks. Now, that is the answer. 

Mr. Arens. All right. 

Mr. Brivces. Is it settled? ‘That isthe answer. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Bridges, did you discuss with the trade union 
leaders in the Soviet Union the drive which is now in vogue to estab- 
lish the workers’ courts in the thousands of factories throughout the 
Soviet Union 

Mr. Brivcrs. No. 

Mr. Arens. Did you make any inquiry about that? 

Mr. Brinces. The Embassy people didn’t call them that. 

Mr. Arens. Did you make any inquiry respecting the workers’ 
courts which are being established now in the thousands of factories 
throughout the Soviet Union ? 

Mr. Brinces. What are the courts for? 

Mr. Arens. For the purpose of stamping out the last vestiges of 
capitalism according to your colleague, George Morris, labor writer 
for the Communist weekly, The Worker. 

Mr. Brinces. Well, I am mixed up. I thought you were referring 
to something else. 

No; we didn’t discuss that. 

Mr. Arens. Now, did you learn while you were in the Soviet 
Union 

Mr. Brwers. Understand, Mr. Arens, we were in the Soviet Union 
4 days. You are trying to make me out an expert on a country as 
complex as that country on a 4-day visit. 

Mr. Scuerer. I thought you were when I read your speech before 
the Commonwealth Club. 

Mr. Brivces. What was that ? 

me! Screrer. I thought you were an expert when I read your 
speech, 

Mr. Brincrs. The first statement calls attention to the fact that 
I am not so stupid as to pose as any kind of an expert on the basis 
of a visit to any country for 4 days. 

If you will read my speech, you will find I start out that way. 


Mr. Arens. Your friend, George Morris, wrote an article under 


date of March 29, 1959. 

Mr. Brinees. What has that to do with me? 

Wait a while. He has been over there about 6 months. | 5 

Mr. Arens. You went over to make a study of the conditions in 
the Soviet Union and you have written a series of articles, one appear- 
ing every few days. 
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Mr. Brinces. Read my articles. Never mind George Morris. Read 
my articles. That is what I found out. 

Mr. Arens. The basis of my question is why is it we do not see 
in your articles, why is it we did not hear in the Commonwealt) 
speech, why is it we did not see in the interviews you gave over in 
Europe expecting a paradise in the Soviet Union any reference to peo- 
ple’s courts which even George Morris in the Communist Worker of 
March 29, 1959, describes in this language : 

* * * the current fast-spreading drive for “friendly courts” and “friendly teams” 
already organized in thousands of factories and communities to wipe out the 
“last vestiges of capitalism” * * *. This responsibility, jointly undertaken with 
the Communist Youth League, takes the form of vigilant teams for the main- 
tenance of order, and “trials” of offenders before factory or youth collectives. 

Mr. Brinces. Who is calling it a paradise, you? You are getting 
me mixed up. I try to stay on the beam. Who is calling it a para- 
dise? I am not. It is not my idea of a paradise but you seem to 
be pounding away trying to get me to say it isa paradise. I havei't 
said it. I won't say it now. Do you want to get into a few things that 
I think is wrong with the place? 

(Document marked “Bridges Exhibit No. 15,” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

The Cuatrman. Ask a question, Mr. Arens. 

Mr. Brincrs. If you read my articles you will see that when I went 
to Moscow I thought that the people were more tense and far less 
relaxed and were in one hell of a hurry. 

I made the point that you would never get the workers I represent 
to work as hard as those people. 

Mr. Arens. When you were in Moscow, did you meet with James 
Jackson 

Mr. Brinces. No, who is that ? 

Mr. Arnes. Member of the National Committee of the Communist 
Party of the United States. 

Mr. Brinces. No. 

Mr. Arnes. While you were there, did you meet with Morris 
Childs? 

Mr. Brinees. No. 

Mr. Arens. Did you meet with any other of the top Communists 
from the United States other than with George Morris? 

Mr. Brinees. The only people that I remember seeing there in addi- 
tion to Morris, Morris is the only one. Morris was a reporter for the 
Daily Worker. I have known Morris since 1934. He came around 
to the hotel. I came back to the hotel. He was waiting there and said 
“Come in. I need a beer,” and we went and had a drink. 

Mr. Arens. Did you inquire while you were in the Soviet Union 
respecting when the last Soviet trade union had a strike? 

Mr. Brincss. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. What did you learn? 

Mr. Bripces. Outside of a few small disputes that were called local 
walk-offs, there hadn’t been any. 

Mr. Arens. Were you quoted correctly in the Daily People’s World 
of March 7, 1959, with reference to strikes by trade unions in tle 
Soviet Union as follows: 

“The unions are so powerful there, they have so much to say in the 
economy of the country that they don’t have to strike.” 
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Is that a correct quotation ? 

Mr. Brinces. I would suggest you read my own articles, signed by 
me, on that ee instead of quoting some newspaper. 

Mr. Arens. Is that a correct quotation of you, however / 

Mr. Brivers. I don’t know. Read the article. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly tell us whether or not in your judg- 
ment you were truly quoted in the Daily People’s World of March 
7th with respect to strikes in the Soviet Union, as follows: that “Un- 
ions are so powerful there, they have so much to say in the economy 
of the country that they don’t have to strike.” 

(Document marked “Bridges Exhibit No. 16,” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Brings. I will say, read the official report that I presented to 
our convention, to my membership. Do you want the copy of it / 

Instead of quoting to me what I have said about that subject from 
some newspaper, quote the official report I made to my union whom 
I am responsible for, signed by me. It has been presented to them 
and passed by them. 

Mr. Arens. We would be very happy to have that. 

Mr. Bripers. You would? t’s dig it out right now and save you 
a re 7 trouble and save me a lot of thinking. How about it? All 
right ? 

Mr. Arens. Do you have it with you # 

Mr. Brinces. I sure have. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, could we take about a 2-minute recess ? 

The Caamman. The committee will take a recess of 5 minutes. 

(Short recess. ) 

(Members of the committee present at the time of recess: Messrs. 
Walter, Moulder, Doyle, Willis, Scherer, and Johansen. ) 

(Members of the committee present at the expiration of the recess: 
Messrs. Walter, Moulder, Doyle, Scherer, and Johansen. ) 

The Cuarrman. The committee will be in order. 

Go ahead, Mr. Arens. 

Mr. Arens. Did you discuss with the Soviet Union people the 
forthcoming “Pacific-Asia Dock Conference” to be held in Tokyo? 

Mr. Brivees. I don’t specifically remember. We had 3 or 4 days 
and notes of constant discussions about trade union matters of all 
kinds. Iamsureitcameup. Ihave no specific recollection. 

Mr. Arens. And where did you go after you left the Soviet Union ? 

Mr. Brivces. Copenhagen, Denmark. 

Mr. Arens. How long were you there / 

Mr. Bringes. Two or three days. 

Mr. Arens. And did you discuss with the trade union people there 
the Pacific-Asia conference 4 

Mr. Brivcrs. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Did you invite any of them to send delegates ? 

Mr. Brinees. Once again I say the invitations were up to the spon- 
soring committee. That wasn’t my job. The reason I tell you about 
that 1s that one of the trade union officials we were discussing things 
with was also the International Transport Federation representative 
for the Scandinavian countries. 

The Cuatrman. May I interrupt at this point, Mr. Bridges ? 

Mr. Bripars. Yes. 
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The Cuatrman. I notice that most of these conferences were with 
transport unions. 

Mr. Brivcgs. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. Did this have anything to do with any plans that 
you and Mr. Hoffa might have for putting together all of the trans- 
port workers in the wonlat 

Mr. Brinces. Not specifically. I will tell you what it has some- 
thing to do with. 

The Cuatrman. You say “not specifically.” To what extent was 
there a plan or is there a plan to organize all the transport workers 
of the world? 

Mr. Brinces. None. Do you mean with respect to Mr. Hoffa? 

The Yes. 

Mr. Bripees. I do not know of any plans of that kind with Mr. 
Hoffa. I thought you were dealing with the trade unionists in Den- 
mark. One of the reasons for our trip, Mr. Chairman, is very simple. 
It appears that they are trying to make something else out of it, but 
let me put it this way. Longshoremen are peculiar in the sense that 
in every country of the world, whatever language, whatever union 
affiliation or political affiliation, we all work for the same employers. 

Now, our factories are ships that move around the world, and I 
have found out that they generally have the same ideas and talk more 
or less a common language and have the same approach to their 
problems. 

We have a contract coming up very soon. At least our contracts 
on the west coast end June 15. We might get into trouble. 

The Cuairman. You might what? 

Mr. Brivers. We might get into trouble in the sense that the men 
might decide to walk out which they will only do after they vote and 
we have always followed a policy, and it is a two-way street, that 
when we get into trouble if we think we need a helping hand from 
other countries, we ask them not to work the ships. 

We send out the word and ask the people in other countries to shut 
them down, and when they send out word to us in the event of a strike 
- they ask us, “Don’t work those scab ships,” we try to return the 

avor. 
ate. That would be a worldwide economic boycott, would 
it not 

Mr. Brinces. In that sense. We have never been able to do it. 

Mr. Scuerer. That is what you are trying to do? 

Mr. Brings. No. 

Mr. Scuerer. That was the purpose of your visit primarily, was it 
not? You are not fooling anybody. 

Mr Brinces. Now, how can you say I am fooling anybody when | 
just—— 

Mr. Scuerer. I said you are not. 

Mr. Brinces. You mean you? 

Mr. Scurrer. That is right. 

Mr. Brivees. You are not fooling me either. I am not pretending 
to fool anyone. I am trying to answer questions here. I asked the 
chairman, “Do you want me to explain the real purpose of the visit ?” 

I explained it, and then you try to accuse me of fooling people. I 
am not trying to fool anyone. 
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Mr. JoHansen. If a request not to work ships came from a Com- 
munist country, would it be honored as if it came from any other 
country ¢ 

Mr. Brinces. Yes. 

Mr. Jouansen. Would it be honored if you had reasons to believe 
that it was for purposes directly to the detriment of the United 
States? Would you still honor it? 

Mr. Bripces. at kind of a request would that be? 

Mr. Jonansen. I am asking you if there were such a case in which 
you had reason to believe that it was to the detriment of the United 
States, would you honor that request ? 

Mr. Brinces. Let me put it this way. I represent a union. The 
people that determine the actions in a case like this are the union 
membership. Unless they have reason to believe that the cause is 
worthy we couldn’t move them. 

Now, they have very definite ideas of what is a scab ship or hot ship. 
I don’t conclude from this discussion, these questions, that this com- 
mittee doesn’t know, especially the chairman, who has a good union 
record, he knows the meaning of scab work or scab ships. Our mem- 
bership wouldn’t do it even if I asked them. 

Did I answer the question ? 

Mr. JoHansen. Proceed. 

Mr. Arens. Did you receive a bulletin from the World Federation 
of Trade Unions, dated July 12, 1950, which called upon all affiliated 
organizations to “take all immediate and indispensable action to 
defeat the diabolical plans of the American warmongers and to support 
their brother unionists in Korea who are fighting alongside the whole 
Korean people for liberation of their country”? 

Mr. Briners. Yes. As far asI recall we did. 

Mr. Arens. And did you, as an individual and as head of ILWU, 
take a position to try to defeat the plans of the American Government 
tosupport the South Koreans ? 

Mr. Brinces. No; I had a position, if you want me to give it to you. 

I proposed at the time, and I was thrown into jail for it, that the 
fighting should stop, people should cease fire, return to their respec- 
tive positions and refer the matter to the United Nations. About 
100,000 casualties later that was done. That is what I proposed. 
It’s a matter of official record in the minutes of my own union meeting. 

Mr. Scuerer. That was the Communist Party line at that time, 
too, was it not? 

Mr. Briners. I am sorry. I didn’t ask anybody. I know what I 
said at the time but I thought eventually the armistice was settled on 
that basis. 

Mr. Arens. In June of 1952, did you join in a statement that 
“U.S. denials of using bacteriological warfare in Korea are less than 
convincing” ? 

Mr. Brinces. When ? 

Mr. Arens. On June 9, 1952. 

Mr. Brinees. Join with whom ? 

Mr. Arens. Other persons. 

Mr. Brivegs. I don’t know. 

(At this point, Mr. Tuck entered the hearing room.) 
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Mr. Arens. I display to you now, if you please, sir, a ag 
reproduction of an article appearing in the Communist Daily Peo- 
ple’s World of June 9, 1952, in which a number of persons joined in 
sending a letter to President Truman, declaring that the U.S. denials 
of using bacteriological warfare in Korea are less than convincing, 
bearing a number of signatures, including the signature of Harry 
Bridges, president, International Longshoremen’s and Warehouse- 
men’s Union. Kindly look at that article as I display it to you and 
tell this committee while you are under oath whether or not you 
joined in that statement. 

(Document handed to witness. ) 

Mr. Brinces. I am in a mighty lot of good company here. Look. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly answer the question, sir? Did you 
join in issuing that statement which I have just recited ¢ 

Mr. Brivces. I am trying to find what relevance this has to me get- 
ting a passport. 

Mr. Arens. It certainly should be clear on this record that this 
committee is trying to develop factual information for the purpose of 
precluding passports to individuals whose presence dealt would be 
detrimental to the security and interest of this country. 

Mr. Browces. I am not going to go by memory. Lam not going to 
go by newspaper statements. 

Mr. Arens. Did you or did you not join in that statement / 

Mr. Brivces. My answer is: “Produce the official statement. I don't 
know about that.” 

Mr. Arens. Do you have any recollection of joining in that state- 
ment ? 

Mr. Brinces. No. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Bridges—— 

Mr. Brinces. Now, listen. I can see what is going on here. When 
I say I have no recollection that doesn’t necessarily mean that I did or 
I didn’t. You hand me a newspaper here. 

The Cnarrman. That is right. You do not remember whether you 
did or not? 

Mr. Brinees. I could have. I don’t remember. It’s years ago and 
I get a lousy newspaper statement here and you ask me to go accord- 
ing to memory. I merely say, produce the document. It must be 
around somewhere. 

(Document marked “Bridges Exhibit No. 17,” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Bridges, were you on the sponsoring committee 
for a Vienna peace meet in 1952 4 

For the purpose of refreshing your recollection, I direct. your at- 
tention now to the Communist Daily Worker, November 11, 1952, in 
which an article appears as follows: 

West Coast longshore leader Harry Bridges has joined the U.S. Sponsoring 
Committee for Representation at the Congress of the Peoples for Peace, it was 
announced today by Dr. Willard Uphaus, the committee’s executive director. 


Kindly look at that article and see if that refreshes your recolle 


tion with reference to your sponsorship of that meeting in Vienna. 
(The document was handed to the witness. ) 
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Mr. Briners. I have no recollection but, reading this, if I was asked, 
I probably did. I am willing to sponsor any convening of any meet- 
ing for world peace. 

(Document marked “Bridges Exhibit No. 18,” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Arens. Did you know that meeting held in Vienna in Decem- 
ber 1952 had as one of its principal pronouncements a condemnation 
of the United States of America for allegedly engaging in bacterio- 
logical warfare in Korea? 

Mr. Brinees. Did I know ? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brinees. You are asking me did I sign a proposal or join in 
sponsoring. Then you are asking me something about what happened 
there. 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. Did you know that organization which you 
sponsored issued a Oe condemning the United States for 
engaging in bacterio ogical warfare in Korea / 

Mr. Bripers. I don’t remember but I possibly couldn’t figure oui 
what was going to happen exactly at that conference. 

Mr. Arens. Did you learn that the organization which you spon- 
sored condemned your Government, the Government of the United 
States, for engaging in bacteriological warfare in Korea ¢ 

Mr. Briners. I don’t know. I am sure if I signed to sponsor that 
conference, it appeared in more papers than just the one that you, with 
your fine degree of selectivity, picked out. Maybe it appeared in some 
papers. 

Mr. JOHNANSEN. May I ask, with respect to this matter of the 
denials of germ warfare and participation in it by the United States 
being less convincing, do you now adhere to that view / 

Mr. Briwers. I don’t think the evidence is convincing. It’s a pretty 
mild statement, “less than convincing,” and there is a trial going on. 
There has just been one trial in Siar Pennies where the question of 
bacteriological warfare played a big part in that trial with a couple 
of people being tried. 

Another case is coming on and some of the evidence developed there, 
[ think, will support the statement “saying that we don’t indulge in 
bacteriological warfare is less than convincing.” I dont want to con- 
ceal anything, Mr. Johansen. I think our War Department has a 
department that is set up for that express purpose wad it has not been 
outlawed as yet, and I hear enough statements and war cries of generals 
saying “if and when war starts anything goes,” if you want to, ask 
ine the direct question. 

Mr. Jouansen. My question related directly to whether you believe, 
with respect to the allegation specifically regarding the Korean war, 
that the claims that it was not true were less than convincing. 

Mr. Bringes. Yes. It seems to me that that was the nature of the 
question that there was a blanket denial that we wouldn’t do such a 
thing and hadn’t done such a thing, and I would say they weren’t too 
convincing, in my mind. 

To get ae to the other thing, let’s refer to what is going on here, 
Mr. Johansen, you see. There is a lot of things I do that usually, 
much to my disgust, many times nage in all kinds of papers, but 
What has been singled out here is the Communist Daily Worker, the 
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Communist People’s World. In other words, the way the committee 
is operating, the only time these things appear, there is the Communist 
thisorthat. That is dirty pool. 

Mr. JoHansen. Is the Commonwealth Club of San Francisco a Com- 
munist organization ? 

Mr. Brinces. It is a very conservative organization. 

Mr. Jowansen. That is what I thought. 

Your statements before them were quoted. 

Mr. Brinces. They certainly were and I haven’t denied a single one 
of them. 

Mr. JoHansen. No; but you are trying to create the impression that 
the only sources of quotations are from Communist papers. 

Mr. Briners. They seem to be mighty frequent here and it is em- 
phasized time after time, did I say this in this Communist publication, 
et cetera, et cetera. 

The answer is probably yes, and I also said it through many, many 
other newspapers. That is my point. 

Dig out a few more. 

(Mr. Moulder left the room.) 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Bridges, do you expect next month to go to Tokyo 
to participate in the Pacific-Asia Dock Conference ? 

Mr. Brincgs. Yes. 

Mr. Arens Do you have a visa to go to Tokyo? 

Mr. Brinces. Not yet. 

Mr. Arens. You havea U.S. passport, however ? 

Mr. Brincrs. I do. 

Mr. Arens. Had you ever applied for a U.S. passport prior to the 
Kent-Briehl decision 

Mr. Brinces. No, Mr. Arens. There was too many people in this 
country trying to get me out without a passport—including the U.S. 
Government, for a long, long time. 

Mr. Arens. Had you ever traveled abroad prior to the time of the 
Kent-Briehl decision ¢ 

Mr. Brincgs. I get the point. I tried to explain that today. The 
reason I didn’t apply for a passport—— 

Mr. Arens. No; just answer that first question. 

Mr. Bripers. Was because I—certainly, I traveled all over. I used 
to be a seaman. 

Mr. Arens. After you arrived in the United States for permanent 
residence, did you ever travel abroad prior to the time that the Su- 
preme Court announced the Kent-Briehl decision ? 

Mr. Brinces. No; I told you the story on that. Nearly 25 years 
the Government was trying to run me out. 

Mr. Arens. With the U.S. passport you are going to go to the Pa- 
cific-Asia Dock Conference, too ¢ 

Mr. Brinces. I hope so. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will con- 
clude the staff interrogation of this witness. 

The Cuamman. Any questions, Mr. Doyle? 

Mr. Doyte. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. Go ahead. 

Mr. Doyir. May I inquire, please, and ask your cooperation in re- 
verting back to your statement about the common interest that your 
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union, in fact the dockworkers all over the world have? Because 
you have a common employer in that even though it is under different 


fle 
fr. Brivces. Right. 

Mr. Doyte. You work for ships that travel the high seas to dif- 
ferent countries, 

Mr. Brmwwces. Every port we went to, Congressman, I saw ships 
there being worked in the various ports that our same men had worked 
on the Pacific coast. 

Mr. Doytx. Yes; I can understand that. 

May I ask you this. When you went to France and to England 
or to the Netherlands, wherever you went, and they were seacoast 
nations, in your conference with fellow trade unionists of other lan- 
guages, nationalities, did you discuss directly or indirectly the matter 
of what the uniform policy should be between your union and the 
other unions with reference to strikes? In other words, you stated 
a few minutes ago in substance, as I understand you, if the union in 
another nation asked your union to strike because they were on strike, 
of course you would do it in reciprocity. 

Mr. Brivegs. Right. 

Mr. Dorie. That is true; didn’t you say that ? 

Mr. Brivers. Right. 

Mr. Doytz. Then I presume from that answer that if your union 
asked a union dealing as dockworkers, handling freight, on the high 
seas, for England or France, or any other nation, if you asked them 
to strike because you struck, even though they didn’t know anything 


about the merits of it, simply the fact that your union struck, they 


would strike, in reciprocity ¢ 

Mr. Briwces. Oh, no. No. You are off the beam, Congressman. 

Mr. Dorie. Put me on the beam, please. 

Mr. Brincrs. I will be glad to. 

Mr. Doyie. To what extent is my question based on sound 
reasoning ? 

Mr. Brinces. Well, you see the way it works, if we, let us say, have 
a strike on the Pacific coast, now if the ships are not worked, that is 
if strikebreakers are not used to load the ships, then of course that 
cuts down the possibility of trouble. 

Mr. Doyte. That is right. 

Mr. Brivers. Our reference is within that framework, that if we 
go on strike and if our employers use strikebreakers to get the ships 
away, we merely ask ports everywhere we can reach and we don’t 

lay any favorites, don’t work that ship, she is hot as a firecracker. 
So it is not a strike, it is not that they all walk out on strike. 

Let me give you a betterexample. I think it makes it clearer. We 
were in London, England. The biggest union in England is the 
Transport and General Workers Union. Most of our discussions 
were with Mr. Frank Cousins and Mr. Tim O’Leary. Mr. Tim 
O'Leary is head of the dockers section of the Transport and General 
Workers and Mr. Cousins is the president of the International Trans- 
port Federation. 

One of the No. 1 demands of the British longshoreman is a pension 
plan like we have. We have $100 a month in addition to social 
security. 
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So we were speaking of men working on the British docks, working 
very hard, too, 0 as high as 83 years of age, and I merely pointed out 
that the British shipowners, and we work their ships on the Pacific 
coast—we tax them 2314 cents a ton for every ton of cargo handled 
for a pension for our workers here in America. Charity begins at 
home. If those British shipowners, and I never yet ran into any 
bankrupt shipowners, if they can pay a tax to pension off our long- 
shoremen here in America, they ought to be able to afford it in Britain. 
If and when the British union says the word, “Don’t work British 
ships until they pay us a pension,” I will recommend the union | 
represent not to work British ships. 

Mr. Dorie. Thank you for that statement. 

Mr. Brivers. Is that clear? 

Mr. Doyte. Yes. That isclearas crystal to me. 

Mr. Brivees. A good union program, too, isn’t it ¢ 

Mr. Doyte. I conclude from that statement and that explanation 
that you made, that right now there is a reciprocity between the trace 
unions of many of the nations of the world with your union, that if the 
British trade union dockworkers or any other shipping union, any 
place in the world, perhaps, if they decided to strike for any reason, 
and ask you to cooperate, your union would cooperate in a manner 
of reciprocity and vice versa ? 

Mr. Brinces. I think again you are off the beam. You are talking 
about something cut and dried. Here is as far as it went. As a mat- 
ter of fact, in our discussions with the officers of the British trade 
union they, in effect, said, “Well, we think we will make it without 
anything like that.” So they made no request. 

I merely said “but if you reach the point where you think we can 
give you a hand along those lines, let me know and we will take it up 
with the union.” I was in no position to guarantee it, you see. I say 
generally that was the case, whether it be in France, Germany, or any 
other place. Then we had another problem, you see, that is—— 

Mr. I think you explained my question. 

But I wish to say to you, sir, that my impression is from your prior 
statement and even now that there is enough reciprocity from what 
you say between the dockworker unions in the world to result, if you 
say so, as far as the American union is concerned in a shipworkers— 
dockworkers strike, if it is of common interest and concern in your 
judgment between the dockworkers of the world, whether it is on 
fringe benefits or whether they hire nonunion workers or whatever 
thecause. Am I wrong? 

Mr. Brincrs. Well, if I understand the question, I think you are 
right, Congressman, In other words, that if we wanted to get an 


increase in wages, for example, I can only talk to the union I represent. 
That is, in this case, the dockworkers on the west coast 


Mr, Doyte, That is right. 


Mr. Briners. And that we thought the situation was urgent enough 
to send out a uest for help to dockworkers in other countries, 


you would say there has already been enough understanding es- 


tablished that we would get a response, maybe not a complete re- 
sponse but a partial response. 


Mr. Dorte. That is right. 
Mr. Brincrs. I think that is true. 


| 
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Mr. Doyir. Would you yield for one more question ? 

Mr. Briwers. That is exactly what we are after. 

Mr. Dorie. Of course it is. 

Mr. Brinces. What is the matter with it? 

Mr. Dore. As I see it, to be frank with you, the danger of it is 
that the whole shipping program of the United States of America, 
commercial ships at least, is controlled by unions who have an under- 
standing at this time, so far as the dockworking is concerned. 

Mr. Brineres. Gee, I wish—the union sure wishes that was true, 
Mr. Congressman. But it is not true. 

Mr. Dorie. And there is great danger in your wish. 

Mr. Brivegs. The unions control the shipping situation. 

Mr. Doyte. Of the world, yes. 

Mr. Brivers. Never mind the world. Iam talking about America. 
I am talking about the United States. 

Mr. Dorie. All right. I think there is great danger to our na- 
tional interests in that one union, your union, as I take it, controls 
the dockworkers of America. 

Mr. Briwers. We don’t. 

Mr. Doytx. How near do you come to doing it ? 

Mr. Brivees. What do you mean? We don’t control a thing. The 
workers in the union control the union. 

Mr. Doyie. But you are employed by the workers in the union 
which controls the dockworkers of our country. 

Mr. Brinegs. And they control me and you know that is true, Con- 
gressman Doyle. You are from California and you know our rules, 
probably better than any member of your committee. You know we 
have a rule in our union that 15 percent of the members in good stand- 
ing can sign a petition in my union and remove me from office like 
that, because my nose is too long. You know that, don’t you? 

Mr. Dorie. Now, may I be permitted to close? 

In view of your statement that you think I am more or less well 
informed on the shipping problems on the Pacific coast, because I 
am proud of the fact that I was born in California and have lived 
there all my life—— 

Mr. Brinees. I ama resident by choice. 

Mr. Doytx. I wish to say, Mr. Bridges, I think it is common know!- 
edge among we citizens of California at least that on account of your 
leadership ability, your tact, your organizational ability, you, your- 
self, are more than just the elected employee of the dockworkers of 
the country. 

Mr. Bripers. I am the president. 

Mr. Doyix. In other words, you compliment your union members 
by saying they elect you. I compliment you by saying that they elect 
you because of your leadership abilities, very clearly proven, The 
thing I am getting across to you, that when you answered my ques- 
fions as you have today, I want you to realize that you are in a 
position of very unusual, very great, not only of leadership but of 
worldwide responsibility. And what you do in your union, generally 
speaking, your union does. 

Thank you very much for answering my questions, 

The Crarrman. Any questions, Governor ? 

Mr. Tuck. T have no questions. 
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The Cratrman. Mr. Scherer. 
Mr. Scuerer. Mr. Bridges, I believe in the early part of your testi- 
mony you referred to Chiang Kai-shek as a bum and said that you 
wouldn't hesitate to call a strike if it meant the tying up of shipping 
of materials that were to be sent to him by the Government of the 
United States, even though the President of the United States had 
concluded that was the thing to do. 

Mr. Brings. I never said that. 

Mr. Scuerer. You didn’t say that? 

Mr. Brivces. That was your saying. I never said it. You asked 
me a question along those lines. I said we have to cross that bridge 
when we come to it and then counsel here dug up an interview with 
Mike Wallace and asked me had I been asked a question and answered 
certain lines at that time. I think I said that was the answer I made 
at that time, yes. 

Mr. Scurrer. Yes, I think that you—— 

Mr. Briners. I said Chiang Kai-shek was a bum. I said that, too. 
I will say it again. 

Mr. Scuerer. Did you not say that you would not hesitate to call 
a strike if you felt that the sending of arms to Chiang Kai-shek was 
improper? Didn’t you testify to that? 

Mr. Brinces. No, I didn’t. I think I said—— 

Mr. Scuerer. Then your recollection of the testimony is different 
from mine. 

Mr. Brinees. I think it is. It is surprising how testimony here 
seems to get mixed up between myself and the members. But I think 
the record is the best evidence, your memory or mine, Mr. Congress- 
man. 

Mr. Scuerer. Mr. Chairman, I don’t have any more questions but 
I do have an observation. It seems to me that it is almost inconceiv- 
able that a man like Harry Bridges, head of the Communist-domi- 
nated longshoremen’s union, has so much power that he can tie up 
the shipping on the west coast and Hawaii, almost at will, either in 
time m2 war or otherwise. There is no question that on his recent trip 
he contacted Communist labor leaders throughout the world, so that 
a worldwide shipping boycott can be set up sometime in the near 
future. To me this demonstrates beyond a doubt, beyond the per- 
adventure of a doubt, the need for labor legislation which will de- 
prive men like Bridges and Hoffa of the unconscionable monopolistic 
power they have over the economy of the United States. 

Mr. Brivces. That is not a true statement, Mr. Chairman. 

And there are no facts to support it. I can understand Mr. 
Scherer’s attitude if he feels that way. It is the same as his attitude 
of trying to deny statehood for Hawaii. 

Mr. Scuerer. That is right. And since you raised the question, 
after listening to your testimony my vote against Hawaiian state- 
hood looks much, much better. 

Mr. Brivces. That is the difference between you and I, Congress- 
man. I believe in democracy and practice it. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Johansen, do you have any questions? 

Mr. JowHansen. Just one very brief question, Mr. Chsiseeen. 

For the purpose of understanding your position, Mr. Bridges, and 
clarifying the record, is it my understanding that you believe that there 
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is a basic right, shall we say, as a part of this belief in democracy, that. 
the unions, by a majority vote or by power delegated to their president 
on the basis of their sentiments and views with regard to national 
issues, may take steps which interfere with national policy in the field 
of national defense and, particularly in case of war, through the inter- 
ference with shipping or the handling of shipments called for in the 
prosecution of national defense or war ¢ 

Mr. Bripers. The best way I can answer that, Mr. Johansen, is to 
refer you to the record of our union. It is something that has never 
taken place. The questions that I was asked and the discussion took 
place in a certain area where I made it clear. Now you are asking 
me about a war to put Chiang Kai-shek back on the mainland of China. 
ee were the questions I was asked and I said that by golly, I 
thought 

Mr. Jonansen. I wonder if the witness would direct his answer not 
to the questions that he is referring to that others asked, but the specific 
question which I asked. 

Mr. Brivers. I am trying to, Mr. Congressman, believe me, and 
breaking it down, first to deal with the general question instead of 
taking what I say is an answer, I referred you to the record of the 
union I represent in wartime. It is as good or better than any single 
union in this country. Isn’t that true, instead of asking me hypo- 
thetical questions? I won’t give a hypothetical answer. 

Mr. Jonansen. Pursuing that very statement, am I to understand 
that there has been no instance in which the type of thing that I de- 
scribed, which you referred to as hypothetical, has occurred in war? 

Mr. Brivers. Right. Exactly; you are right on the nose, Congress- 
man. 

Mr. JoHansen. Does that mean that there has never been any in- 
stance, In which the handling of shipping for defense purposes, for 
the purpose of the prosecution of war or for the purpose of providin 
medical supplies for men engaged in war, has never been icoanteeed 
with ? 

Mr. Brincrs. Absolutely none to my recollection. 

Mr. JoHansen. Is that true—understand, we are not quibbling 
over the question of whether the Korean war involved a declaration 
of war or not—is that answer true with respect to the Korean war? 

Mr. Brinces. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jonansen. And is that true with respect to every instance, to 
your knowledge, in the handling of medical supplies or any other type 
of supplies for troops of the United States engaged in war? 

Mr. Brinces. To the best—there might be some occasion. That is a 
pretty broad statement, Congressman. By and large it is true when 
you say any other type of supplies. Our experience in strikes, I am 
talking about strikes against private shipping operators, suddenly, 
everything on the damn ship is something that is needed by the troops 
or the Army or something Mike that. It suddenly becomes that kind 
of cargo as an excuse or as just a public argument. By and large, the 
answer to your question is, it has never happened. 

Mr. Jonansen. I have just one other question. 

Mr. Brinces. Have I made it clear, Mr. Pcmmsiat 

Mr. Jonansen. I am not pursuing that question further at this 
point. 


d 
d 
re 
h 
d 
le 
1] 
it 
k 
it 
n 
it 
r 
r. 
le 
ly 
3- 
d 


738 PASSPORT SECURITY 


Mr. Brinegs. All right. 

Mr. Jonansen. In some way or other, the reference to Chiang Kai- 
shek as a bum, has crept. into this testimony. Would you characterize 
Mr. Stalin, or Mr. Khrushchev, or any of the world leaders of com- 
munism, by that same term ? 

Mr. Brinexs. I think there is quite a difference. 

Mr. Doytr. May I have that answer again, please ? 

The Cuairman. He said there is quite a difference. 

Mr. Brinees. I said I think there is quite a difference. 

Mr. Congressman, you are asking me—I assume that the purpose of 
asking these questions—why counsel is getting all agitated here—the 
purpose of asking these questions is not to get me out on the limb so 
you start some perjury indictments. I am speaking here pretty 
loosely. I am not consulting with counsel. 

Mr. Dorie. Lagree with that on the last answer. 

The CHatrman. Some of the answers fall in the same category. 

Mr. Brings. I agree I have a right. 

The Cuatrman. Anything further, Mr. Arens? 

Mr. Arens. No questions. 

The CuHarrman. The committee will stand adjourned to meet 
tomorrow morning at 10 o’clock. 

Mr. Brivces. Am I excused, Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuarrman. You are excused with the thanks of the committee. 

Mr. Brincrs. Thank you. 

( Witness excused.) 

(Present: Representatives Walter, Doyle, Tuck, Scherer, and 
Johansen. ) 


(Whereupon, at 3:50 p.m., Tuesday, April 21, the committee 
adjourned to reconvene at 10 a.m., Wednesday, April 22, 1959.) 


(The following is inserted in the record at the direction of Con- 
gressman Gordon H. Scherer, see Part 2, Passport Security Hearings, 
April 22, 1959.) 


INSIDE LABOR 
Why Did Bridges Get Red Carpet? 


By VICTOR RIESEL 


During Harry Bridges’ recent visit to Rome, the U.S. Embassy there rolled 
out a carpet for him as red as the politics and philosophies of the Soviet lands 
he loves so much. 

Machine-gun-tongued Brother Bridges, whose union was ousted from the old 
CIO on charges of Communist domination, got very, very VIP treatment. 
Embassy officials not only rolled out the carpet, they rolled out one of the 
big U.S. cars so he wouldn't get footsore slogging over the ancient city. 

Bridges, who says most of us lie about the great experiment behind the Bolshoi 
border was taken to lunch by his old neighbor, Ambassador J. D. Zellerbach. 
Because the Ambassador has been gracious to me with his hospitality and hors 
dWoeuvres exhortations against Italian Communists who have several times 
stormed his Embassy, I report quite gently that he has disturbed the State De- 
partment back home. 

THE STATE DEPARTMENT'S AGITATION and investigation does not sur- 
prise me. I recall that during my recent visit to Rome I ran into one of the 
new American diplomats. He wasn’t ugly at all. Not even in the striped shirt 
which now has replaced those imperialistic striped pants. He was no cookie 
pusher—he was a Harry Bridges pusher. Every man is entitled to choose his 
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own political sauce for his spaghetti. I prefer the white to the red clammy 
variety served up by this expert. 

What the State Department now wants to know of its experts in Italy is why 
they made it so gay for Bridges during the days the head of the Pacific Coast 
Longshoremen’s Union was visiting the very same Communist chief who had 
helped organize and whose followers have howled in anti-U.S. and anti-NATO 
riots. 

HARRY BRIDGES’ COMRADE-IN-ARMS during the Rome stay was Com- 
munist Party labor chief Agostino Novella. This comrade has done every- 
thing he can to weaken America’s defense alliance with Italy and to dislodge 
us from our military bases, waterfront and naval stations there. By our I 
mean, of course, the NATO defense network, too. 

Now, lest you think that Comrade Novella is just another Communist mem- 
ber of the Italian Parliament and leader of powerful pro-Soviet labor cadres, 
I rush to report that the brother has just been promoted. Harry Bridges’ 
friend and host was appointed the head of Moscow’s global labor network last 
week in Warsaw. 

TOVARISCH NOVELLA NOW IS chairman of the Soviet-controlled labor ap- 
paratus known as the World Federation of Trade Unions. He was “unani- 
mously” named the boss at the 19th session of the WFTU executive board— 
all appointed by Moscow. They gathered in Warsaw four days. starting 
April 2. 

This is the world network which has been running almost daily riots in 
Italy, disrupting railroads in Mexico, ripping up oil lines in the Near East 
and making plans for new “mass” riots. 

WHEN BRIDGES RETURNED to the San Francisco-Anchorage (Alaska )- 
Hawaii triangle in which he is truly all powerful, he praised the East, knocked 
the West and invited two leading Russian unionists to address his Longshore- 
men’s Union convention. 

For this he deserves a red carpet? ? 7% 7 7 7 
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Pusuic Law 601, ConGress 


The legislation under which the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities operates is Public Law 601, 79th Congress [1946], chapter 
753, 2d session, which provides: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, * * * 


PART 2—RULES OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Rute X 


. STANDING COMMITTEES 
18. Committee on Un-American Activities, to consist of nine Members. 


XI 


POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES 
* * * * * 


(q)(1) Committee on Un-American Activities. 

(A) Un-American activities. 

(2) The Committee on Un-American Activities, as a whole or by subcommit- 
tee, is authorized to make from time to time investigations of (i) the extent, 
character, and objects of un-American propaganda activities in the United States, 
(ii) the diffusion within the United States of subversive and un-American propa- 
ganda that is instigated from foreign countries or of a domestic origin and attacks 
the principle of the form of government as guaranteed by our Constitution, and 
(iii) all other questions in relation thereto that would aid Congress in any necessary 
remedial legislation. 

The Committee on Un-American Activities shall report to the House (or to the 
Clerk of the House if the House is not in session) the results of any such investi- 
gation, together with such recommendations as it deems advisable. 

For the purpose of any such investigation, the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit and act at such 
times and places within the United States, whether or not the House is sitting, 
has recessed, or has adjourned, to hold such hearings, to require the attendance 
of such witnesses and the production of such books, papers, and documents, and 
to take such testimony, as it deems necessary. Subpenas may be issued under 
the signature of the chairman of the committee or any subcommittee, or by any 
member designated by any such chairman, and may be served by any person 
designated by any such chairman or member. 


Rute XII 


LEGISLATIVE OVERSIGHT BY STANDING COMMITTEES 


Sec. 136. To assist the Congress in appraising the administration of the laws 
and in developing such amendments or related legislation as it may deem neces- 
sary, each standing committee of the Senate and the House of Representatives 
shall exercise continuous watchfulness of the execution by the administrative 
agencies concerned of any laws, the subject matter of which is within the jurisdic- 
tion of such committee; and, for that purpose, shall study all pertinent reports 
and data submitted to the Congress by the agencies in the executive branch of 
the Government. 
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RULES ADOPTED BY THE 86TH CONGRESS 


House Resolution 7, January 7, 1959 
* * * 


X 
STANDING COMMITTEES 


1. There shall be elected by the House, at the commencement of each Con- 
gress, 

* * * * * * * 

(q) Committee on Un-American Activities, to consist of nine Members. 

rs * * * * * * 
XI 
POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES 
* * x 

18. Committee on Un-American Activities. 

(a) Un-American activities. 

(b) The Committee on Un-American Activities, as a whole or by subcommittee, 
is authorized to make from time to time investigations of (1) the extent, char- 
acter, and objects of un-American propaganda activities in the United States, 
(2) the diffusion within the United States of subversive and un-American prop- 
aganda that is instigated from foreign countries or of a domestic origin and 
attacks the principle of the form of government as guaranteed by our Constitu- 
tion, and (3) all other questions in relation thereto that would aid Congress 
in any necessary remedial legislation. 

The Committee on Un-American Activities shall report to the House (or to the 
Clerk of the House if the House is not in session) the results of any such investi- 
gation, together with such recommendations as it deems advisable. 

For the purpose of any such investigation, the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit and act at such times 
and places within the United States, whether or not the House is sitting, has 
recessed, or has adjourned, to hold such hearings, to require the attendance 
of such witnesses and the production of such books, papers, and documents, and 
to take such testimony, as it deems necessary. Subpenas may be issued under 
the signature of the chairman of the committee or any subcommittee, or by any 
member designated by any such chairman, and may be served by any person 
designated by any such chairman or member. 

* * * * * * * 

26. To assist the House in appraising the administration of the laws and in 
developing such amendments or related legislation as it may deem necessary, 
each standing committee of the House shall exercise continuous watchfulness 
of the execution by the administrative agencies concerned of any laws, the subject 
matter of which is within the jurisdiction of such committee; and, for that 
purpose, shall study all pertinent reports and data submitted to the House by 
the agencies in the executive branch of the Government. 
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SYNOPSIS 


Continuing the 1959 hearings on Passport Security,’ the committee 
interrogated William L. Patterson, general manager of The Worker, 
who appeared in response to a subpena. 

Mr. Patterson recounted his education and his principal employ- 
ments prior to becoming general manager of The Worker in 1958. 
Although Mr. Patterson in a letter addressed to the chairman of the 
committee respecting the hearings identified himself as a Communist, 
he refused to respond to committee questions respecting whether or 
not he was currently a Communist. 

Mr, Patterson testified that in 1927 he procured a United States 
passport with which he traveled to a number of foreign countries 
including Soviet Russia where he spent considerable time. He de- 
clined, however, to answer questions respecting Communist activities 
on the trip. Thereafter, in 1934 and again in 1948, Mr. Patterson 
procured a United States passport with which he traveled abroad. 
The passport applications did not at the time request information as 
Ms whethor or not the applicant was a member of the Communist 

arty. 

Aithough Mr. Patterson did not reveal in his passport application 
in 1948 that he proposed to visit Hungary, he, nevertheless, traveled 
to Hungary where he issued statements attacking the Government of 
the United States. 

Thereafter, Mr. Patterson’s ee rt was taken up by the State De- 
—— because he had vio ated the restriction against travel to 

ungary. 

In July 1958, Mr. Patterson filed another passport application. At 
the time, the pompest application pesrsicn a question inquiring if 
the applicant had ever been a member of the Communist Party. , 
Patterson did not answer the question. 

Mr. Patterson testified as follows: 


Mr. Parrerson. I didn’t answer that question because the 
State Department correctly, under the decision of the Su- 
_ Court, held that it was not—that that question could 

evaded and, therefore, under the State Department’s posi- 
tion and the Supreme ourt’s decision in the case of Kent 
and Briehl, the cases of Rockwell Kent and Briehl, I am of 
the political opinion of others that whether you are a Repub- 
lican, Democrat, Socialist, or what have you, it was not neces- 
sary nor within the province of the State Department to in- 
quire. 

* * * * 


1See hearings on Passport Security—Part 1 (Testimony of Harry R. Bridges, Apr. 21, 


1959). 
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Mr. Arens. Was a passport issued to you pursuant to this 

application which you filed several months ago? 
r. Patrerson. It was. 

Mr. Arens. And you now have in your possession a United 
States passport issued to you pursuant to this application 
made in July of 1958; is that correct ? 

Mr. Parrerson. Yes, that is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Now, may I ask you, as of the instant that 
you affixed your signature to this passport application in 
July of 1958, were you then a member of the Communist 


Party? 
(Witness confers with his counsel.) 
* * * * * * * 


Mr. Parrerson. * * *. Mr. Staff Director, it is not within 
your province to ask that question any more than it was the 
province of the State Department, as held by the Supreme 
Court. Therefore, with authority of the Supreme Court, I 
decline, and, of course, under the Constitution, I decline to 
answer that question. 

Mr. Scuerer. I ask that he be directed to answer the ques- 
tion. 

The Cuarrman. You are directed to answer the question, 
Mr. Patterson. 

Mr. Parrerson. I decline. 

Mr. Arens. Where do you intend to go on your passport 
and when? 

Mr. Parrerson. It would be impossible for me to answer 
such a question, because I don’t know. 


Casimir T. Nowacki of New York City appeared in response to a 
subpena. He refused to give his occupation, basing his refusal on the 
ground, among others, that his answer might tend to incriminate 
him. 

The testimony reveals that in 1949 Mr. Nowacki procured a United 
States passport with which he traveled to Poland; that in 1949 the 
passport application which he filed did not interrogate the applicant 
as to whether or not he was a member of the Communist Party. In 
the instant hearings Mr. Nowacki refused to respond to questions as 
to whether his expenses to Poland in 1949 were paid by the Com- 
munist Party and whether he attended a special training course for 
Communists in Warsaw in 1949. Mr. Nowacki testified that in 1956 
he filed another application for a United States passport which was 
issued to him. Shortly, thereafter, he received a letter from the De- 
partment of State requesting him to submit under oath or affirmation, 
a statement with respect to present or past membership in the Com- 
munist Party, and notifying him that pending receipt of the statement 
his peer was withdrawn. 

The testimony reveals that, notwithstanding his receipt of this 
letter, Mr. Nowacki attempted to depart from the United States with 
the passport in his possession but that the passport was seized on the 
ship’s gangplank by Department of State officials. 
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Mr. Nowacki refused to testify as to whether he was a member of 
the Communist Party at the time he procured his passport in 1956. 
He likewise refused to reveal the source of his expenses on his proposed 
trip and the objective and purpose of the proposed trip. 

In November 1958, Mr. Nowacki filed another passport application 
which contained a question as to whether the applicant was a mem- 
ber of the Communist Party but Mr. Nowacki did not answer the 
question. The passport was issued to him shortly thereafter. Mr. 
Nowacki was confronted in the course of the hearings with committee 
information and exhibits respecting his membership in the Com- 
munist Party and his Communist activities but he refused to respond 
to committee queries on the subject matter. He likewise declined to 
answer whether he was at the moment of the hearings a member of 
the Communist Party. 

Dorothy Ray Friedman of Providence, R.I., appeared in response 
toasubpena. In hearings of the committee held in Boston, Mass., in 
March 1958, Armando Penha, who for a number of years had been 
an FBI undercover agent in the Communist Party, identified Mrs. 
Friedman as a person known by him to be a Communist. In the 
Boston hearings Mrs. Friedman appeared in response to a subpena, 
but refused to answer any questions respecting her Communist Party 
membership or activities. 

Thereafter, in July 1958, the instant hearings reveal, Mrs. Fried- 
man filed an application with the Department of State for a United 
States gs. eet She refused to answer the question on the applica- 
tion as to whether she was a member of the Communist Party, but the 
passport was issued to her. In the instant hearings Mrs. Friedman 
refused to answer any questions, except to give her name, residence, 
and occupation, basing her refusal on the ground, among others, that 
her answers might incriminate her. 

Fred Paul Muller of Hoboken, N.J., appeared in response to a sub- 
pena but refused to answer any questions except to give his name and 
place of residence, basing his refusal on the ground, among others, 
that his answers might incriminate him. There were displayed to Mr. 
Muller photostatic reproductions of passport applications filed by 
him with the Department of State in August 1950, September 1954, 
and July 1958, respectively, and Mr. Muller was confronted with in- 
formation of the committee that in 1956 he had been cited by the inter- 
national Communist apparatus for doing “fine international work for 
the ea Mr. Muller persisted in his refusal to answer questions 
on the subject matter. 

Bocho Mircheff of Detroit, Mich., appeared in response to a subpena. 
He refused to state his occupation on the ground, among others, that 
to do so would be to supply information that might be used against 
him in a criminal proceeding. Mr. Mircheff testified that he was born 
in Bulgaria and became a naturalized citizen in Detroit in 1938. There 
was displayed to Mr. Mircheff a photostatic reproduction of a passport 
application filed by him with the Department of State in 1946 pe 
Mircheff was interrogated respecting the trip which he took to Bulgaria 
at that time, but he refused to answer any questions respecting the 
trip on the ground, among others, that to do so would give information 
which could be used against him in a criminal scene There was 
also displayed to Mr. Mircheff a photostatic reproduction of a passport 
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application filed by him with the Department of State in June 1958, 
in which application he omitted filling out questions respecting mem- 
bership in the Communist Party. 

Mr. Mircheff refused to answer whether he was a member of the 
Communist Party at the time he filed the application for a passport in 
June 1958, and whether he was a member oF the Communist Party at 
the instant of his testimony. 

Mr. Mircheff was scheduled to go abroad shortly after the hearings. 
He refused to answer whether his expenses will be paid by persons 
known by him to be members of the Communist Party, whether his 
mission abroad is under the direction of the Communist Party, and 
whether he expects to engage in Communist Party activities after he 
arrives in Bulgaria. 

Leonore Haimowitz of Plainfield, N.J., appeared in response to a 
subpena. There was displayed to Mrs. Haimowitz a photostatic re- 
production of a passport application filed by her with the Depart- 
ment of State in 1949 for a passport to go to Europe, but she refused 
to answer any questions respecting the passport application on the 
ground that to do so might tend to incriminate her. Mrs. Haimo- 
witz was confronted with committee information to the effect that 
in 1954 as a then member of the Communist Party she engaged in 
Communist Party activities in Mexico. She refused to answer ques- 
tions respecting the subject matter on the ground that to do so might 
tend to incriminate her. i : 

There was displayed to Mrs. Haimowitz a copy of the passport 
ring sag to go to Europe filed by her with the Department of 

tate in July 1958. She refused to answer any questions ni etm | 
the passport application and whether or not a passport was issue 
pursuant to the application, although the passport application showed 
that the passport was issued on September 10, 1958. She based her 
refusal on the ground that if she answered the question she would be 
giving information which could be used against her in a criminal 
proceeding. Mrs. Haimowitz, likewise, refused upon the same ground 
to answer whether she was a member of the Communist Party at the 
very moment of her testimony. _ 7 

Stanley Nowak of Detroit, Mich., appeared in response to a sub- 
pena. He stated that his occupation was “Journalism” but in response 
to a question as to where he was employed he declined to answer 

iving as a reason, among others, “I also want to claim at this time 
the privilege of the fifth amendment.” 

In an opinion of the Supreme Court on May 26, 1958, in the case of 
the United States v. Stanley Nowak (the witness) the Court stated 
that the Government had proved that Nowak was a member of the 
Communist Party. Mr, Nowak, in the instant hearings, testified 
that thereafter in July 1958, he filed a passport application with the 
Department of State but that he did not fill out the questions on the 
application form respecting Communist Party membership “because 
it was not necessary according to the decision of the Supreme Court.” 

Mr. Nowak declined to answer whether at the instant that he had 
affixed his signature to the application form he was a member of the 
Communist Party. He likewise declined to state who paid his ex- 
penses on the trip to Poland which he made on a United States pass- 
port in September 1958, basing his declination on the ground, among 
others, that his answer might incriminate him. 


PASSPORT SECURITY 745 


Arthur David Kahn of Brooklyn, N.Y., appeared in response to a 
subpena but refused to answer any questions of the committee “on 
the basis of the fifth amendment,” except to give his name and 
address. 

There were displayed to Mr. Kahn a series of passport applications 
and applications for renewal filed by him with the Department of 
State, beginning in 1944 pursuant to which he had obtained passports 
or renewals to travel abroad, including a passport application filed 
under date of July 23, 1958, pursuant to which a passport was issued 
on August 25, 1958. 

Mr. Kahn was confronted with committee information to the effect 
that over the course of many years’ time as a member of the Commu- 
nist Party he had participated in a number of Communist activities 
and that while serving with the OSS of the United States Govern- 
ment in Germany, he was in contact with German Communists for the 
purpose of conducting Communist Party operations. The record 
reveals that Mr. Kahn had been refused United States passports on 
numerous occasions on security grounds but that after the decision of 
the Supreme Court in the Kent-Briehl case a passport was issued to 
him. 

Victor Perlo of New York City appeared in response to a subpena 
and stated that his occupation was an economist. There was dis- 
played to Mr. Perlo a passport application filed by him with the 
Department of State in 1947 in which he stated that he sought a 
passport to go to London. The passport application was denied. 
Thereafter, in 1950, Mr. Perlo filed another passport application with 
the Department of State seeking a passport to go to France, Belgium, 


Italy, and England for “research and travel.” This passport appli- 
cation, likewise, was denied. 

Subsequently, Mr. Perlo filed another passport application in July 
of 1958. He then received from the Department of State a letter stat- 
ing that the Department “has received information indicating that you 
have been a member and a leader of an espionage rele and that 


you have actively engaged in espionage activities on behalf of a for- 
eign government.” The letter requested him to answer a series of 
questions respecting his activities, Subsequent to receipt of the letter 
from the Department of State, Mr. Perlo sent a letter to the Depart- 
ment respecting his proposed trip, but did not answer the questions 
of the Department as to whether he had engaged in espionage. 

In the instant hearings Mr. Perlo refused to answer “on the grounds 
of the fifth amendment” whether he had ever engaged in espionage 
activities against the Government and the people of the United States. 
He, likewise, refused to state whether he was a member of the Com- 
munist Party the instant he had affixed his signature to the passport 
application in 1958, and whether he was a member of the Communist 
Party during his appearance before the committee in the present 
hearings. The record further reveals that in December 1958, Mr. 
Perlo addressed a letter to the Chief of the Passport Office, as fol- 


lows: 


Dear Mrs. Knienr: I have your letter of November 24. 
Since you are apparently determined to violate the law by 
denying me a passport, and since it is obvious from Mr. 
O'Connor's reference to me in his speech of November 8 that 


746 PASSPORT SECURITY 


my application has been prejudged, please return my ap- 
plication and fee. 


Martin Popper of New York City appeared in response to a sub- 
pena. There was displayed to Mr. Popper and identified by him a 
photostatic copy of an application for a passport which was pro- 
cured by him in August 26, 1958, in which Mr. Popper omitted an- 
swers to questions respecting membership in the Communist Party. 

In response to a question as to whether at the time he executed the 
ge eas for a passport he was a member of the Communist Party, 

r. Popper declined to answer. He gave a number of reasons for his 
refusal but specifically did not claim the privilege against self-in- 
crimination. 

There was likewise displayed to Mr. Popper and identified by him 
a photostatic copy of a passport application executed by him on 
March 11, 1946, pursuant to which Mr. ~—— received a passport 
to travel to Germany to observe the Nuremberg trials. Mr. Popper 
declined to answer whether he was a member of the Communist Party 
at the time he made the application for the passport, and whether he 
conferred with Communist Party leaders in any foreign country dur- 
ing his trip abroad. 

There was also displayed to Mr. Popper and identified by him an 
application for a passport on September 26, 1946, pursuant to which 
he procured a passport to attend a meeting of the International Con- 
gress of Lawyers in Paris while Mr. Popper was secretary of the 
National Lawyers Guild. 

Mr. Popper refused to answer whether he was a member of the 
Communist Party at the time of his attendance at the International 
Congress of Lawyers in Paris. There was displayed to Mr. Popper and 
identified by him a photostatic copy of an application for a passport 
filed by him in 1954, and in connection therewith, a copy of a letter 
addressed to him from the Director of the Passport Office in which 
it was stated that “In your case it has been alleged that you were a 
Communist” and that “* * * the evidence indicates on your part 
a consistent and prolonged adherence to the Communist Party 
line * * *.” The letter stated that Mr. Popper would be “required 
to submit a sworn statement whether you are now or ever have been 
a Communist.” 

Mr. Popper refused to state whether he was at the time of the hear- 
ing a member of the Communist Party and whether the testimony of 
Mr. Mortimer Riemer was correct in which Mr. Riemer stated that 
Mr. Popper was a member of a Communist group composed exclu: 
sively of lawyers. 

Victor Michael Berman of New York City appeared in response to 
a subpena but refused to answer any questions of the committee, ex- 
cept to give his name and address, and that he was presently un- 
employed, basing his refusal on the ground, among others, “of my 
constitutional privilege under the fifth amendment.” 

There was displayed to Mr. Berman a copy of a passport applica- 
tion filed by him under date of September 8, 1958, in which he failed 
to answer questions respecting membership in the Communist Party, 
pursuant to which application a passport was issued. Mr. Berman 
was interrogated respecting a trip made by him to the World Youth 
Festival in Budapest, in August 1949, his chairmanship of the Student 
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Branch of the Communist Party at the University of Colorado in 
1949, and his membership in the New York section of the Commu- 
nist Party in 1954. 

He persisted in his refusal to answer all questions including a ques- 
tion whether he was at the time of the hearing a member of the Com- 
munist Party, basing his refusal on the ground, among others, “of 
my constitutional privilege under the fifth amendment.” 

Sidney T. Efross appeared in response to a subpena. Upon a re- 
quest to state his occupational background, Mr. Efross declined to 
answer on the ground, among others, that his answer would inerimi- 
nate him. ‘There was displayed to Mr. Efross a copy of an application 
filed by him for a passport on January 13, 1953, to travel to Europe, 
and a letter of March 25, 1953, from the Director of the Passport 
Oflice disapproving the application on security grounds. 

Mr. Efross was confronted with the testimony of Mr. Frank Peo- 
ples of Lorain, Ohio, who testified that while he was serving in the 
Communist Party as an undercover agent of the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation, he knew Sidney Efross as a member of the Communist 
Party in 1950. Mr. Efross declined to answer any questions respect- 
ing this testimony, basing his declination “on the same grounds.’ 

Elizabeth Boynton Millard of New York City appeared in response 
to a subpena. She declined to answer respecting her educational 
background or occupational record, basing her declination on various 
grounds including the “protection of the first and fifth amendments.” 

There was displayed to Miss Millard a copy of the Daily Worker 
of April 17, 1950, containing an article by Betty Millard respecting 
her trip to Red China but she declined “on the same grounds” to 


answer any questions respecting the article or the — 


There was likewise displayed to Miss Millard a photograph clipped 
from an East German publication of February 4, 1951, bearing a 
caption identifying Betty Millard as a participant in a rally in East 
Germany. She declined to answer any questions respecting the subject 
matter “on the same grounds.” 

There was also displayed to Miss Millard a photostatic copy of 
an application for a passport made by her in July 1958, bearing 
a stamp “passport issued November 4, 1958” in which application 
Miss Millard failed to answer questions respecting membership in 
the Communist Party. Miss Millard declined to answer whether she 
was at the time of the hearing a member of the Communist Party. 

John W. Hanes, Jr., Administrator, Bureau of Security and Con- 
sular Affairs of the Department of State, accompanied by John W. 
Sipes, Security Counsel, Department of State, testified respecting 
passport security legislation. Characterizing existing passport con- 
trol as a “particularly dangerous hole in our defenses against the 
operations of the international Communist conspiracy,” Mr. Hanes 
stated that at the present time the Department of State has no 
alternative but to issue passports upon demand to hard-core active 
Communist supporters. 

Hanes testified : 


I don’t know exactly how many members the Communist 
Party of the United States now has—perhaps fifteen or 
twenty thousand. But, however many there are, each and 
every party member as of today can get a passport from the 
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Department of State, except in the rare instance that he hap- 

ns to be ineligible for some other reason, such as being a 
fugitive from justice. This isa breach in our defenses which 
our enemies have been quick to take advantage of. Many 
persons with known Communist affiliations have applied for 
passports since the decision of the Supreme Court, some of 
ee even though they have no present intention of going 
abroad. 


Mr. Hanes discussed the history and background of passport se- 
curity and recommended certain legislation to block existing loop- 
holes. Among the significant comments by Mr. Hanes on proposed 
legislation was the following: 


I can say bluntly that any legislation concerning denial of 
passports to Communist supporters would be meaningless 
and would not achieve any purpose if it prohibited the gov- 
ernment from utilizing confidential information. Almost 
without exception, dangerous cases in the Communist area 
involve confidential information and investigative sources. 
Indeed, the more recent and meaningful our information 
is, the more likely it is that it has come from current con- 
fidential investigative sources within the Communist move- 
ment. 
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WEDNESDAY, APRIL 22, 1959 


Unrrep States House or Represenratives, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE 
Commnirret oN Un-American Acrivirigs, 


Washington, D.C. 
PUBLIC HEARINGS 


The subcommittee of the Committee on Un-American Activities 
met, pursuant to recess, at 10 a.m., in the Caucus Room, Old House 
Office Building, the Honorable Francis E. Walter (committee chair- 
man), presiding. 

Subcommittee members: Representatives Francis E. Walter, Penn- 
sylvania; Morgan M. Moulder, Missouri; Clyde Doyle, California; 
Donald L. Jackson, California; and Gordon H. Scherer, Ohio. 

Committee members also present: Representatives William M. 
Tuck, Virginia, and August E. Johansen, Michigan. 

Staff members present: Richard Arens, staff director, Donald T. 
Appell and Frank J. Bonora, investigators. 

The Cuarrman. The committee will be in order. 

Members present: Representatives Walter, Doyle, and Scherer. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Arens, call your witness, please. 

Mr. Arens. William L. Patterson, please come forward and re- 
main standing while the chairman administers an oath. 

The CuarrMan. Will you raise your right hand? 

Mr. Parrerson. I will affirm, Mr. Walter. 

The Cuatrman. Do you affirm that the testimony you will give 
will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 
you God? 

Mr. Parrerson. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM L. PATTERSON, ACCOMPANIED BY 
COUNSEL, ABRAHAM UNGER 


Mr. Areng. Kindly identify yourself by name, residence, and 
occupation. 

Mr. Parrerson. My name is William L. Patterson. My address is 
1268 President Street, Brooklyn, N.Y. I am at present manager 
of The Worker, a New York paper. 

(Representative Jackson entered the room.) 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today in response to a subpena 
served upon you by the Committee on Un-American Activities? 

Mr. Uncer. Before you proceed, Mr. Arens—— 

Mr. Arens. I am going to get counsel identified in just a moment, 
please. 
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You are appearing today in response to a subpena that was served 
upon you? 

Mr. Parrerson. Iam. 

Mr. Arens. You are represented by counsel ? 

Mr. Parrerson. I am. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, kindly identify yourself. 

Mr. Uncer. My name is Abraham Unger of Freedman and Unger, 
U-n-g-e-r, 320 Broadway, New York City, attorneys. 

Mr. Arens. Where and when were you born ? 

Mr. Uncer. If you please, Mr. Arens, may I as a preliminary mat- 
ter, may I, in behalf of my client here, raise objection to the com- 
petence of the committee to proceed with this inquiry upon the ground 
that the resolution under which it is functioning is unconstitutional, 
vague, uncertain, and does not empower it to proceed with an in- 
vestigation of this kind. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Unger, you know this is not the right forum 
to raise that question. 

Mr. Uncer. Sir, may I suggest to you, I assure you I would not have 
raised it but for the fact that a member of your own committee, Mr. 
Scherer, has brought this to your own attention in a motion which he 
made to include in the appendix of the Congressional Record, the 
report of the American Bar Association, certainly an organization 
which supports, which even worships, your committee and in which 
there is very sharp criticism of the resolution. 

The CuHatrman. I understand all of that. Now, Mr. Unger, I am 
not surprised because I know all about you and your background. So 
now let us not interfere with these proceedings. You advise your 
client when a legal question arises. 

Go ahead, Mr. Arens. 

Mr. Uncer. Have you ruled, Mr. Chairman? Mr. Walter, have 
you ruled? 

Mr. Arens. Where and when were you born ? 

The Crarrman. I have not ruled on anything at all. I am merely 
advising you to read the rules of the committee and conduct yourself 
according to the rules. 

Mr. Parrerson. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Arens. Where and when were you born ? 

Mr. Parrerson. Just one moment, Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
inquire as to the reasons why I have been called here. 

(Representative Johansen entered the room.) 

The Cuarrman. Yes. You have been called because this committee 
is now studying various phases of the security laws and the position 
of this great Republic; and, among other things, we are inquiring into 
the advisability of attempting to do something about the situation 
created when the Supreme Court leaned over backwards in order to 
prevent the Secretary of State from exercising the discretionary 
authority that he always was presumed to have with respect to the 
issuance of passports to undesirable people, that is, to people whose 
traveling abroad might injure the security of the United States. That 
is the reason why you have been called. The record shows, in detail, 
the purpose of this hearing and the purpose was stated by myself 
yesterday. 

Please proceed, Mr. Arens. 
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Mr. Patrerson. May I just—— 

: ar. Arens. Please answer the question, where and when were you 
orn’ 

Mr. Parrerson. Just one moment. Mr. Chairman, may I state that 
it is my opinion, of course, that the Supreme Court was protecting the 
constitutional rights of people. 

The CuHairMan. We are not interested in your opinion. We are 
interested in bang ae and if you will answer the questions that 
are propounded by counsel, we will get somewhere. 

Mr. Parrerson. I am interested in your authority, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Arens. Where and when were you born 4 

Mr. Parrerson. I was born in the city of San Francisco, August 
27, 1891. 

Mr. Arens. Please give us a word about your formal education. 

Mr. Uncer. Mr. Chairman, would you permit the record to show 
an objection when the witness makes it? If you don’t permit counsel 
to make it, you certainly permit witness to make it for the reason that 
the record that you make here must be complete. If—— 

The Caiman. Please do not interrupt the proceedings. You are 
a member of the bar. You know that—— 

Mr. Unger. I certainly am. 

The Cuairman. You know this is frivolous. 

Mr. Uncer. It is not frivolous. 

The Cuarrman. Of course it is. 

Mr. Uncer. It is not, Mr. Walter. I don’t think it is considerate 
of you to say that toa member of the bar. You are a lawyer, and you 
know very well the objection made for the record is not frivolous. 1 
think the matter can be—— 

The Cuatrman. Whether an objection is made and appears on the 
record is absolutely immaterial if you find yourself in a court of law. 
Now I do not think that you are trying to get yourself into that posi- 
tion. 

Mr. Unger. Of course—— 

The Cuairman. Whether you object or do not object will in no wise 
affect the deliberation of this committee when we go over your client’s 
testimony when we are considering the writing of legislation. 

So go ahead. 

Mr. Arens. Now would you please answer the question with re- 
spect to your forma] education ? 

Mr. Patterson. I was educated at the University of California and 
the Hastings College of Law of the University of California. 

Mr. Arens. Did you receive a degree in the law ? 

Mr. Parrerson. I did. 

Mr. Arens. And have yeu been admitted to practice? 

Mr. Parrerson. I have. 

Mr. Arens. In what States have you been admitted to practice? 

Mr. Parrerson. New York, Pennsylvania, and I think a few other 
States. 

Mr. Arens. Give us, if you please, sir, just the principal employ- 
ments you have had since you completed your formal education. 

Mr. Parrerson. I have been an attorney, practicing attorney, in the 
early 1920’s. I have been a student of political economy and eco- 
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nomics since then. And I have been a teacher, a newspaperman, and a 
labor organizer. 

Mr. Arens. Would you tell us if you have been employed by any or- 
ganizations on a full-time basis? 

_ Mr. Parrerson. Yes, I have been employed by a number of organ- 
1Zations. 

Mr. Arens. Tell us the names of them, please, sir. 

Mr. Parrerson. The International—I was national secretary of the 
International Labor Defense. 

Mr. Arens. Over what period of time were you national secretary 
of the International Labor Defense ? 

Mr. Parrerson. From 1928, I think until, or 19—in the late ’20’s 
until the *30’s. 

Mr. Arens. Where were you located when you were national secre- 
tary of the International Labor Defense ? 
ome Patterson. The national office was located in the city of New 

ork. 

Mr. Arens. Is that where your office was? 

Mr. Patterson. That is where my office was. 

Mr. Arens. All right, sir. Did you have any other employment 
of a similar character? 

Mr. Parrerson. I was national executive secretary of the Civil 
Rights Congress. 

Mr. Arens. And over what period of time were you national exec- 
utive secretary of the Civil Rights Congress? 

Mr. Parrerson. From 748 to 1956. 

Mr. Arens. All right, sir. And any other similar employments 
which you had? 

Mr. Parrerson. I was the— 

Mr. Unerr. You mean employment or similar employment? 
Which is it ? 

Mr. Arens. Similar employment. 

Mr. Partrerson. I have had no similar employment. 

Mr. Arens. How long have you been the general manager of The 
Worker? 

Mr. Parrerson. I became the general manager of The Worker, 
beginning of 1958. 

Mr. Arens. What was your employment from 1956 until 1958? 

Mr. Parrerson. Cleaning up the affairs of the Civil Rights Con- 
gress. It was liquidated. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been issued a United States passport? 

Mr. Parrerson. I have. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Arens. Can you tell us when you were issued United States 
passports? What years? 

Mr. Patrerson. I would like to secure from the chairman infor- 
mation as to the authority with which this committee investigates 
matters of passports. The resolution under which this committee was 
brought into being does not authorize an investigation of passports 
by this committee. The right to travel is a constitutional right, and 
I see it, it is my opinion, that neither this committee or any commit- 
tee so constituted has authority by Congress to investigate that 
matter. 
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Mr. Scuerer. Mr. Chairman, even the President of the United 
States in his State of the Union Message asked this Congress to pass 
legislation which would enable the State Department to deal effec- 
tively with Communists who seek passports. 

Mr. Unoer. Mr. Scherer, you are missing the point of the witness’ 
objection. He referred to this committee’s authority. 

Mr. Jackson. Mr. Chairman, regular order. I am sure counsel for 
the witness knows the rules of the committee. One of the rules is 
that he will not engage in 

Mr. Patrerson. I want to say, Mr. Jackson and Mr. Scherer, that 
while there may be a committee of Congress authorized to investigate 
into the right of American citizens to travel, certainly it would not 
be the Un-American Committee. It might be some committee dealing 
with foreign affairs or it might be a committee of Judiciary Com- 
mittee. 

The Cnatrman. That is a question for the parliamentarian of the 
House to decide, and there are three committees that have jurisdic- 
tion in this general field. The Committee on Un-American Activi- 
ties—not as you Communists call it, the Un-American Committee— 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and the Foreign Affairs Committee. 

Mr. Parrerson. Mr. Chairman, may I interject? 

The Cuatrman. Go ahead, Mr. Arens, ask the question. 

Mr. Partrerson. Just one second. 

The Cuatrrman. Go ahead, Mr. Arens. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you now, if you please—— 

Mr. Patrerson. f ust a second, please. 


Mr. Arens. I display to you now, if you please, a photostatice—— 


Mr. Parrerson. Mr. Chairman, I would be pleased if you did not 
designate my politics where you don’t know them, and when you char- 
acterize me as a Communist you don’t—— 

The Cuarman. Just aminute. Are you a Communist? 

Mr. Parrerson. I will not answer that question. I don’t know by 
what authority you ask it, Mr. Walter. 

The Cuamman. Let us suppose that I have the authority. Are you 
a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Parrerson. I am not supposing anything here. 

The Cuatmman. Are you a member of the—— 

Mr. Parrerson. What authority do you have? 

The Cuatrman. I am asking you. You raised this question. I am 
asking now are you a Communist? 

Mr. Parrerson. I am not answering that question, Mr. Walter, for 
you have no authority to ask me that question. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Scuerer. I think the witness should be directed to answer. 

The Cuatrman. I direct you now to answer this question. You 
have raised this point. Now I am asking you, or directing you, to 
answer the question. Are you now, or have you ever been, a member 
of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Parrerson. Mr. Chairman, —— 

The Cuatrman. Does that paper that your counsel just handed you 
contain the answer you are going to give me? 

Mr. Parrerson. No. It does not. 
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The Cuatrman. You are directed to answer the question of whether 
or not you are a Communist. 

Mr. Parrerson. My politics are, I think, known. 

Mr. Jackson. Known on what basis? 

Mr. Parrerson. I think they are known to this committee. And 
this committee has no right to pry into my politics any more than it 
would have the right to pry into my religious beliefs or affiliations. 

Mr. Jackson. Is it not the truth that you volunteered to this com- 
mittee your politics? 

Mr. Patrerson. No, I did not, Mr. Jackson. 

The CrarrMan. You wrote me a letter in which you said, “Why am 
I, other Communists and progressives summoned before you?” 

Mr. Parrerson. If that is correct, then you have knowledge of my 
politics. 

The Cuatrman. I am merely asking the question. You raised this 
whole point yourself. 

Mr. Patrerson. No. You raised it, Mr. Chairman, by making a 
characterization. 

The Cuarman. Show him this, Mr. Arens. Yes, I made a charac- 
terization because of what you wrote tome. Show him that letter. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Patterson, we display to you a letter bearing the 
signature “William L. Patterson,” addressed to the “Un-American 
Activities Committee, Att’n Representative Francis FE. Walter, 226 
Old House Office Bldg., Washington, D.C.” I ask you if you will 
kindly examine that letter and tell this committee, while you are under 
oath, whether or not that is your signature affixed to the letter. 

(Document was handed to the witness. ) 

Mr. Parrerson. I am of the opinion it is my signature. 

The Cuamman. Look at it carefully and tell us whether or not that 
is your signature. 


Mr. Parrerson. I am of the opinion it is my signature. 

(Document marked “Patterson Exhibit No. 1” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

The Cramman. All right, then. 

Well, let us not waste any more time, Mr. Arens. Go ahead with 
your next question. 

Mr. Scuerer. Pardon. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt? He has 
not answered your direction. _ : 

The Cmarmman, Yes. I directed you to answer the question of 
whether or not you are a Communist. 

Mr. Parrerson. And, Mr. Chairman, under the first amendment of 
the Constitution I refuse to answer that question. 

The CHatrman. All right. Go ahead. 

(Representative Tuck entered the room.) 

Mr. Arens. Now I display to you, if you please, a photostatic re- 
production of a passport application in 1927 submitted by William L. 
Patterson to the Department of State in which William L. Patterson 
solicits a United States passport to visit France, Germany, and Poland. 

Kindly examine that document, if you please, and tell this com- 
mittee whether or not that is a true and correct reproduction of a 
mort application filed by yourself with the Department of State 
in 1927. 

(Document was handed to the witness.) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
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Mr. Parrrrson. It appears to be my signature. I would take it, 
therefore, that it is. The writing seems to be mine, and I would take 
it that it is an application made by me at that time. 

(Document marked “Patterson Exhibit No. 2” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

M r. Arens. Was a passport issued to you pursuant to this applica- 
tion ¢ 

Mr. Parrerson. I think that such a passport was issued. 

(Representative Johansen left the room.) 

Mr. Arens. Did you make a trip on the passport in 1927? 

Mr. Parrerson. I made a trip. 

Mr. Arens. Where did you go? 

Mr, Parrerson. I went to a number of European countries. 

Mr. Arens. What European countries ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Parrerson. I went to France, England, Poland, Finland, the 
Soviet Union, Germany, Switzerland, and I think that includes it. 

Mr. Arens. Under what auspices did you make the trip / 

Mr. Parrerson. Under what auspices? 

Mr. Arens. Yes. 

Mr. Parrerson. My own. 

Mr. Arens. Who paid your expenses? 

Mr. Parverson. I did. 

Mr. Arens. Were you a member of the Communist Party when 
you received your United States passport in 1927 to make this trip? 

Mr. Parrerson. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr, Arens. Why? 

Mr. Parrerson. The question isn’t pertinent and the committee, 
in my opinion, has no right to ask that question. . 

Mr, Arens. The pertinency of the question, I explain to you now, 


is that this committee is charged with a mandate by the rules of the 
House of Representatives to maintain a continuing surveillance over 


the administration and operation of certain security laws, including 
the Internal Security Act of 1950, which has provisions in it deny- 
ing passports to Communists. y 

In addition to that this committee has pending before it certain 
legislation bearing upon the question of denying passports to Com- 
munists. 

With that explanation I now ask you, were you a member of the 
Communist Party when you received your passport in 1927? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Parrerson. Number 1, the application was made in 1927 and 
the questions then asked in no wise conformed to your description of 
them. That question was not part of any passport affidavit, and I 
do not see that it has any application whatsoever to the subject under 
diseussion or of the purpose to which you gentlemen have met here 
in inquiry. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest now the witness 
be ordered and directed to answer the question, 

The Crrairman. I direct you to answer the question. 

Mr. Parrerson. I decline. d 

Mr. Arens. While you were on this trip in 1927, did you attend a 
training school in Moscow? 

Mr. Parrerson. I did not attend any training school in Moscow. 
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Mr. Arrns. Did you attend any sessions conducted in Moscow for 
Communists? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Parrerson. Would you repeat that question, Mr. Arens. 

(Representative Jackson left the room.) 

Mr. Arens. Did you attend any sessions, any courses conducted for 
Communists in Moscow ? 

Mr. Parrerson. No. 

Mr. Arens. Did you engage in Communist Party activities on your 
trip in 1927? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Parrerson. Well, I would have to have a much clearer descrip- 
tion of what you regard as Communist activities. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Parrerson. I can tell you what I did. 

Mr. Arens. We want to know about the Communist activities. 
That is the principal interest of this committee. Ilow long were you 
on this trip when you went to Moscow in 1927 ? 

Mr. Uncer. Excuse me. Do you want him to answer your ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. Arens. Counsel will be advised that the chairman advised you 
your sole and exclusive prerogative is to consult with your client. 

Mr. Parrerrson. I think my attorney recognizes that and that is 
what he is attempting to do. 

Mr. Arens. Please tell the committee, how long were you on this 
trip. 

Mr. Partrerson. I returned to this country, I think, in ’30 or *31— 
31. 

Mr. Arens. Were you 3 years on the trip ? 

Mr. Parrerson. I was3 years on the trip. 

Mr. Arens. How long were you in Moscow ? 

Mr. Parrerson. I was in the Soviet Union a good part of the time. 
I don’t know exactly. 

Mr. Arens. After you arrived in the Soviet Union did you go to 
Poland 

Mr. Parrerson. Yes, I went to Poland. 

Mr. Arens. While you were in Poland, did you file an application 
with the United States Consul in Poland for a renewal of your orig- 
inal passport application ? 

Mr. Parrerson. I think those are the facts. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you now a photostatic reproduction of 
a passport renewal application filed with the United States Consul 
General in Poland and ask you if this is a true and correct reproduc- 
_tion of the renewal application filed by yourself. 

(Document was handed to the witness. ) 

(Representative Tuck left the room.) 

Mr. Parrerson. The signature seems to be mine, and I take it that 
it was such application and that I made it. 

(Document marked “Patterson Exhibit No. 3” and retained in 
committee files. ) 

Mr. Arens. Was a renewal granted to you on your passport appli- 
cation in Poland pursuant to this application ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
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Mr. Parrerson. Yes, I think this happened. I think—this took 
place 30 years ago, as you know. 

Mr. Arens. Where did you go pursuant to the renewal ? 

Mr. Parrerson. I returned to the Soviet Union. I went a number 
of places. I went to Germany and a number of other places. 

Mr. Arens. In whose employ were you at that time? 

Mr. Parrerson. I was in no one’s employ. 

Mr. Arens. When did you then return to the United States? 

Mr. Parrerson. That is some 30 years ago and my recollection is 
somewhat hazy. I think that I returned to the United States in 1931 
or 30, I don’t recall. 

Mr. Arens. Were you national secretary of the International Labor 
Defense during this period while you were in Moscow on this trip ? 

Mr. Parrerson. I don’t recall that, either. 

Mr. Arens. Did you, at any time on this particular trip, go to 
South Africa ¢ 

Mr. Parrerson. I did not. 

Mr. Arens. Did you during this period in your career write any 
articles about South Africa ? 

Mr. Parrerson. Perhaps I did. I don’t recall. I have written 
many articles about South Africa. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you now a thermofax reproduction of 
a magazine called “The Communist, a Magazine of the Theory and 
Practice of Marxism-Leninism,” published monthly by the Com- 
munist Party of the United States of America, in which appears an 
article, “British Rule in South Africa,” by William L. Patterson. 

I ask you to kindly examine this document as I display it to you 
and tell this committee whether or not you authored the article to 
which I have just directed your attention. 

(Document was handed to the witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Pavrrerson. I want to state, Mr. Chairman, that I do not see 
the pertinency of such questions, of matters occurring some 30 years, 
30-odd years ago, with this article written by me and matters of this 
character, to this inquiry. 

(Document marked “Patterson Exhibit No. 4” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest the witness now 
be ordered and directed to answer the question. 

The Cuamrman. You are directed to answer the question, Mr. Pat- 
terson, 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Parrerson. I want to inquire if you are going into the matter 
of censoring articles that were written by American citizens some 30 
years ago and what the nature of it is in relation to the inquiry here, 
Mr. Chairman. I want to see this matter clearly. 

The Cuarrman. You know we are not doing that. When you speak 
of articles, I want to call your attention to the one that appeared in 
The Worker a few days ago quoting sections of the letter that you 
wrote tome. I want to say that to the everlasting credit of the vast 
majority of the colored people of the United States, their leaders, the 
leaders of colored organizations, are not deceived by the kind of 
stuff you wrote. 
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You and others of your ilk are not making any progress in the 
field that you are attempting to foist. 

Mr. Parrerson. I think your gratuitous insults have no place 
here, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. That is a matter of opinion. 

Mr. Parrerson. Yes, I know, and I am expressing my opinion with 
relation to your insults. 

The Cuarrman. That isall right. 

Mr. Parrerson. I think it is not to your diseredit—it is not to your 
credit whatever that the Asbury Howard assault is not being investi- 
gated by this committee, that the indiscriminate murder of Negroes 
who tried to vote in this country, Harry Moore of Mims, Fla., being 
one, Reverend Lee being another. 

The Cnamman. Justa minute. The activities you are talking about 
are not directed from a foreign nation. 

Mr. Parrerson. No, they are directed by men like yourself. 

The Cuatrman. We are talking about something entirely different. 

Mr. Arens. Now I display to you still another passport application. 

Mr. Parrerson. May I just answer this? 

Mr. Arens. A passport application filed in 1934 and ask you if 
you will kindly look at this passport application and tell this com- 
mittee whether or not that is a true and correct reproduction of a pass- 
port application filed by yourself in 1934. 

(Document was handed to the witness.) 

Mr. Parrerson. I will answer this question in just a moment. 

No act of all of my life has ever been directed by any foreign gov- 
ernment. My fight for the rights of my people here in America are 


determined entirely by their denial of constitutional liberties, rights, 
and human dignity; and it is upon those motives that I have been 
activated in everything that I have done in my life. 

The Cuairman. Allright. Goahead, Mr. Arens. 

Mr. Arens. Now, would you kindly tell this committee whether or 
not the document which I just displayed to you is a true and correct 
reproduction of still another passport ——— filed by yourself? 


(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Parrerson. It probably was. This is 29-—— 

Mr. Arens. Is this your signature ? 

Mr. Parrerson. This is 29 years ago. I think the signature is mine. 

(Document marked “Patterson Exhibit No. 5” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Arens. And was a renewal granted pursuant to an application 
filed by you July 22, 1936? 

Mr. Parrerson. I do not know. 

Mr. Arens. Over how many consecutive years were you in Moscow 
or in the Soviet Union ? 

Mr. Parrerson. Four, I think. I am not certain. 

Mr. Arens. Did you at any time after the 4 years—— 

Mr. Parrerson. Just a moment. 

Mr. Arens. —return to the United States and subsequently go back 
to Russia? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Pavrerson. I was not consecutively in the Soviet Union over 
that period of time. I was in Western Europe on a number of 
occasions. 
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Mr. Arens. Over how many consecutive years were you in Europe 
on this trip which began in 1927 ¢ 

Mr. Parrerson. To my recollection it was 4. 

Mr. Arens. And then after you returned to the United States how 
long were you here before you returned to Europe? 

Mr. Parrerson. I think that also was about, as I recall, about 4 
years or perhaps a little more. 

Mr. Arens. Now I display to you still another passport application 
filed in 1948. Would you kindly look at this document and tell this 
committee whether or not that is a true and correct reproduction of a 
passport application filed by yourself with the Department of State. 

(Document was handed to the witness.) 

Mr. Arens. While you are examining that passport application, I 
would like to ask you a question because it pertains to the application. 

Mr. Patterson, in all of these various passport applications which 
you had filed with the Department of State or with the United States 
Consulate abroad for renewals, you were not—up to and including the 
application which you filed in 1948—interrogated as to whether or not 
you were a member of the Communist Party; isn’t that correct 4 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Parrerson. I have answered that; yes, I was not. 

(Document marked “Patterson Exhibit No. 6,” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. In this particular—— 

Mr. Parrerson. It is for that reason entirely that I do not see the 
pertinence of this question regarding passports of this period to the 
matter under your supervision here today. 5 

Mr. Arens. The pertinency is to determine what factual situations 
have arisen at a time when the passport application did not require 
answers to questions as to whether or not the applicant was a Com- 
munist. 

Mr. Uncer. You haven’t—— 

Mr. Arens. We are going to get into, in a few minutes, passport 
applications which did require—— 

_ Mr. Unger. You haven't asked one question directed to that sub- 
ject matter. 

Ba Arens. Your sole and exclusive prerogative is to advise your 
chent. 

Mr. Unger. Not one single question you asked in a half hour has to 
bear on the subject which you have here. 

Mr. Arens. You know your sole and exclusive prerogative is to 
advise your client. 

In this particular passport application you have identified, Mr. 
Patterson—— 

Mr. Patrerson. Just one moment. I am here not only to protect 
my own rights but protect the constitutional rights of America. My 
counsel is asking pertinent questions. 

The Cuatrman. No. Your counsel is making statements improp- 
erly and in violation of the rules of procedure of this committee of 
the Congress. 

Mr. Patterson. That may be your determination, Mr. Chairman. 
If it is I want to know it because it is not my opinion and they don’t 
coincide at all in this instance—— 
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Mr. Arens. Was a passport issued pursuant to the application 
which you filed in 1948 ? 

Mr. Parrerson. I do not know. I think you will have a record 
as to whether it was or not. If you will read from that record as to 
whether I had a passport or not, I think the State Department knows 
whether it issued one or not. I will reply, Mr. Director—— 

Mr. Arens. Did you takea trip in 1948? 

Mr. Parrerson. If I got a passport I took a trip. I think that is 
generally the reason why passports are sought. 

Mr. Arens. Do you presently have a recollection whether or not 
you made a trip abroad in 1948? 

Mr. Partrerson. I think that I used that passport to attend the 
United Nations sessions at Palais Chaillot in which I introduced 
a petition entitled “Genocide, the Crime of the American Govern- 
ment Against the Negro People.” 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly answer the question ? 

Mr. Partrerson. I am answering your questions, Mr. Director. 

Mr. Arens. On the age 98 application, if you please, I invite 
your attention to the part of the passport application with respect to 
countries to be visited. Did you indicate to the Department of State 
the countries which you proposed to visit when you made your appli- 
cation in 1948? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Parrerson. Yes. I did. 

Mr. Arens. What countries did you tell the Department of State 
you proposed to visit in 1948 ? 

Mr. Parrerson. The passport indicates that I said England and 
France. The application, rather. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Arens. Did you say anything in your passport application 
about visiting Hungary? 

Mr. Patrerson. That is obvious in the passport, that I didn’t. 

Mr. Arens. That you did not? 

Mr. Patrerson. I did not say anything. 

Mr. Arens. How long were you on your trip to England or to 
France? 

Mr. Patrerson. If you are, Mr. Director, attempting to determine 
whether or not I did visit Hungary I want to say here now 

Mr. Arens. I haven’t gotten to that yet. The question outstand- 
ing if you please—— 

_Mr. Parrerson. Let me anticipate it, then. 

The Cratmrman. No. Answer the questions that are asked. 

Mr. Arens. I want an answer to the question, please, sir. 

Mr. Parrerson. I don’t know the—— 

Mr. Arens. Did you go to England and France on the passport that 
was issued to you in 1948? 

Mr. Parrerson. I did. 

Mr. Arens. Did you go any place else ? 

Mr. Patrerson. I did. 

Mr. Arens. Did you, while you were in England, file an application 
for a renewal of a passport ? 

Mr. Patrerson. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you now a photostatic reproduction of an 
application for renewal of passport filed in England by William 
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Lorenzo Patterson, and ask you if this is a true and correct reproduc- 
tion of an application filed by you in either 1948 or 1949, I don’t see 
the date at the instant. 

(Document was handed to the witness. ) 

Mr. Parrerson. The date happens to be 50. 

Mr. Arens. 1950, 

Mr. Parrerson. It happens to be October 1950. 

Mr. Arens. Did you file that passport application in England ? 

Mr. Parrerson. And I am of the opinion that I did. My recol- 
lection is that I did. 

(Document marked “Patterson Exhibit No. 7” and retained in 
committee files. ) 

Mr. Arens. Did you in 1948, in November, accompany your pass- 
port application with a letter to the Department of State, telling the 
Department of State the purpose of your trip to England ? 

Mr. Parrerson. I do not recall. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you now a photostatic reproduction of a 
letter directed to the Department of State under date of November 
1, 1948, signed “William L. Patterson,” reading as follows—and I 
will display it to you in just an instant: 

The accompanying application for a passport made by me on this date was 
made for the purpose attending a Civil Rights conference in London which is 
scheduled to take place on the 138th and 14th of November, 1948. It is therefore 
necessary that I leave by air on the 9th of this month. I am at the present time 
National Executive Secretary of the Civil Rights Congress with offices at 205 
I). 42d, New York City, N.Y. 

Kindly look at that document which I now display to you and tell 
this committee whether or not that is a true and correct reproduction 
of a letter sent by you in 1948 tothe Department of State. 

(Document was handed to the witness.) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Parrerson. Yes, and it was to that Civil Rights conference 
that I went on the passport under description. 

(Document marked “Patterson Exhibit No. 8” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Were you at that time—— 

Mr. Parrerson. Just a moment. 

Mr. Arens. Excuse me. 

Mr. Patrerson. There are two different occasions. The application 
for a renewal made in 1950 has no relations at all to this occasion of 
1948. As T recall, I not only attended that conference where I made 
a report, dealing not only with the terror against Negroes in the 
United States, but its relationship to the denial of constitutional 
rights of others. But it was a report regarding human rights and 
constitutional liberties of human beings in other sections of the world. 

Mr. Arens. Did you in 1948, when you made your passport appli- 
cation, have plans to visit Hungary ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Parrerson. My opinion is that I did not visit Hungary at that 
time. 

Mr. Arens. Did you have plans to visit Hungary after you had ar- 
rived in England? 

Mr. Parrerson. My opinion is that I—I did not. 
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Mr. Arens. When did you first formulate your plans to visit 
Hungary ? 

Mr. Parrerson. I don’t recall. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Anens. Did you, after you had received your passport for which 
you applied in 1948, go to Hungary? 

Mr. Parrerson. I don’t recall. My best recollection is that I went 
first to Hungary in 1950. That is my best recollection. 

Mr. Arens. Did you travel on a United States passport? 

Mr. Parrerson. When I went in 1950, of course I was traveling on 
a United States passport when I left the country. 

Mr. Arens. Was that passport issued pursuant to the application 
you filed in 1948 ? 

Mr. Parrerson. I am not certain whether that was or whether I 
got a new passport after that. 

Mr. Arens. Did you, at any time from 1948 until the time you ar- 
rived in Hungary, notify the Department of State or any American 
Consulate of your intention and desire to go to Hungary ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Parrerson. I had gone on the trip in which I went to Hungary 
to present a petition before the United Nations. I presented that 

etition at Palais Chaillot and had not finished my business when the 
Jnited States Government sought to seize my passport. I had no 
intention of coming home until I finished my business I was in. 

Mr. Arens. Where were you when you first learned that the United 
States Government was attempting to seize your passport? 

Mr. Parrerson. I was in the city of Paris. 

Mr. Arens. Did the Government of the United States take custody 
of your passport? 

Mr. Parrerson. I did not surrender my passport. 

Mr. Arens. Then on what travel documents did you go from Paris 
to Hungary? 

Mr. Parrerson. I had my passport with me, for one thing. 

Mr. Arens. Did you at any time, and I think I have asked this 
question before, but I do not think the record reflects an adequate 
answer, did you at any time notify the Government of the United 
States of your intention and desire to travel to Hungary? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Parrerson. There was no provision in the law to my recollec- 
tion that required me to make such a statement or to give such infor- 
mation. 

Mr. Arens. Did you goto Hungary ? 

Mr. Parrerson. I went to Hungary. 

Mr. Arens. For what purpose ? 

Mr. Parrerson. I went to Hungary on a pleasure trip. 

Mr. Arens. And while you were in Hungary, did you issue any 
statements, public statements? 

Mr. Parrerson. I not only issued public statements but I spoke 
over the air on a number of occasions, broadcasting to the Far East 
and Near East and setting forth the terror against my people, the 
denial of their constitutional rights, the murder, indiscriminate 
murder of Negroes in the South, which this committee has not yet 
found it fit to investigate, although it is an un-American committee, 
unless this committee regards those things as American. 
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Mr. Arens. Before what group or groups did you make these ad- 
dresses ? 

Mr. Patrerson. Before what groups? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Parrerson. No special groups. I spoke before the Supreme 
Court of Hungary. 

The Carman. Under whose auspices were you making these 
speeches ? 

Mr. Parrerson. Under my own as a citizen of the United States 
determined to defend the rights of my people and my own. 

Mr. Arens. Did you likewise go to Prague? 

Mr. Patrerson. } likewise went to Prague. 

Mr. Arens. At this same period ? 

Mr. Parrerson. At this same period. 

Mr. Arens. Did you make a speech there ? 

Mr. Parrerson. I made several there. 

Mr. Arens. I should like to read you a press account of your speech 
and ask if, in your recollection, that account is substantially correct. 
This is in 1950, October 9, Prague: 


William Patterson, national executive secretary of the American Civil Rights 
Congress, today called the United States Government a “criminal Government.” 
He said armed resistance on the part of American Negroes against Ku Klux 
Klanism might increase. 


Patterson, who is touring Eastern Europe, gave his views at a news confer- 
ence. The gray-haired Negro said: 

“American imperialism is on a war drive which cannot stop because of its fear 
of economie collapse.” He added that America was threatening the world with 
the atom and hydrogen bombs, and then went on: 


“It is a very great pleasure for me to see the eastern (Communist) republics, 
preparing for any eventuality.” 


{Reliable Prague sources said at least 6 members of Czechoslovakia’s world 
champion ice hockey team have been sentenced to prison terms of from 6 to 15 
years on charges of “slandering the republic,” planning to flee the country and 
assaulting SNB (state police) men, the United Press reported. ] 

Kindly tell this committee whether or not the Associated Press, 
the United Press, excuse me, the United Press report of your address 
in Prague is substantially correct. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

The Cnatrman. Is the press report correct ? 

Mr. Parrerson. Mr. Chairman, I would answer by saying that I 
do not think so. The United Press has distorted, and continues to dis- 
tort, statements made by Negroes who are seeking to mold their opinion 
with reference to their rights. 

The Cuatrman. I wish you would stop presuming to speak for the 
fine people of this country. You don’t speak for anybody but yourself. 

Mca, Parrerson. No. It is you. It is you who don’t speak for 
them, 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Arens, would you please show him this article ? 

Mr. Parrerson. I do speak for them. 

The Cuatrman. Ask him to look at it. You look at that article 
and see whether or not that reports what you said. 

Mr. Uncer. Mr. Chairman, how is that relevant to your inquiry— 
whether the United Press said something or not? Would you tell 
me that, please ? 

The Cuamran. Go ahead and look at that article. 
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Mr. Parrerson. Just a moment, Mr. Chairman. Is freedom of 
=— to be denied benefiting for human dignity and the rights of 
their constitutional rights in this country today? Is that the pur- 
pose of this inquiry ? 

The Cuarman. Did you make that statement ? 

Mr. Parrerson. There are statements there that I didn’t make. 

The Cuairman. What didn’t you make? Look at it. 

Mr. Parrerson. I don’t—let me see. 

Mr. Arens. Did you call the Government of the United States a 
“criminal Government” ? 

(Document was handed the witness. ) 

Mr. Parrerson. I don’t recall having made any statement of that 
kind and I will say, however, that the attitude of the State of Mis- 
sissippi, of Georgia, of Alabama, and a number of other States 's 
criminal in disregard of constitutional rights of Negroes and this is 
obvious. And it is up to this committee to investigate those matters 
if it isan un-American committee. 

(Document marked “Patterson Exhibit No. 9° and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Scuerer. How did you think you could help the Negroes in 
Alabama and Mississippi by attacking the United Bakes in Prague, 


if that is what your purpose was as you so stated a number of times 
here? 


Mr. Parrerson. I didn’t get that question, the first part of that 
question. ‘ 

The Cuamman, Read the question, please. 

(The record was read by the reporter.) 

Mr. Parrerson. First, I wasn’t attacking the United States. I was 
attacking Jim Crow practices, I was attacking the denial of constitu- 
tional rights and, second, what has been done to alleviate this situa- 
tion, has been done by virtue of the pressure of world opinion against 
these conditions, These are the things that are making you gentle- 
men act, rather than the murder of Moore in Mims, F Rosas, which 
should be the basis of your inquiry, or the attack upon Asbury 
Howard in Bessemer, Alabama, 

Mr. Arens. Did you, in your speech or speeches in Prague, accuse 
the American Government of threatening the world with atomic and 
hydrogen bombs? 

Mr. Patterson. No. 

The Cuarrman. Did you say that? 

Mr. Parrerson. I answered the question already, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Scuerer. I didn’t hear what he said. 

Mr. Patrerson. Iamsorry. I said no. 

The charges 1 made were charges dealing with Jim Crowism and 
segregation which deny the constitutional rights. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Patterson, I have heard this Communist line 
so often. You are not making any impression on the committee. 

_Mr. Parrerson. It is not Communist line. It is the line of human 
dignities and human rights. 

The Cuamman. You have shed enough crocodile tears this 
morning. 
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Mr. Patrerson. Don’t think you are making me shed any tears at 
all, Mr. Walter. It is you who should be shedding tears. 

Mr. Arens. Did you appear in Budapest as the executive secretary 
of the Civil Rights Congress of America ? 

Mr. Parrerson. I didn’t hear the question, please. 

Mr. Arens. Did you appear there, and were you introduced to your 
audiences who were hearing your addresses, as the executive secretary 
of the Civil Rights Congress of America ? 

Mr. Parrerson. Perhaps for purposes of identification, I was intro- 
duced in that manner. I don’t know. 

Mr. Arens. Did you in one of your broadcasts accuse the United 
States Congress of legalizing a police state in America ? 

Mr. Parrerson. I don’t recall having—— 

Mr. Arens. I have here a reproduction of excerpts from an address 
given by yourself, Budapest, October 5, 1950, in which you do just 
that. 

Mr. Unerr. Is that a statement or a question, Mr. Arens? 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been deported from any country ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. 

Mr. Parrerson. Not to my knowledge. I would have to have more. 

Mr. Arens. May I call your attention to an article appearing in a 
Toronto paper ¢ 

Mr. Parrerson. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Does that refresh your recollection ¢ 

Mr, Patrerson, That refreshes my recollection. 

Mr. Arens. Let me read it and see how vividly your recollection 
may respond: 


CANADA DEPORTS AN AMERICAN 


Toronto, December 18 [1948] (AP)—William L. Patterson, executive secre- 
tary of the Civil Rights Congress of America, today was ordered deported from 


Canada to the United States, The deportation order was issued by a three-man 
board of inquiry of the Canadian Immigration Department, which said: “He 
believes in and advocates the overthrow by force or violence of the Government 
of Canada and of constituted law and authority.” Mr, Patterson “categorically” 


denied he was a member of the Communist party of Illinois. 


May I ask you, having read this article to refresh your recollec- 
tion, whether or not you were deported from Canada in 1948? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Parrerson. I was deported from Canada in 1948, I think, but 
for no reasons such as are enumerated there, 

(Document marked “Patterson Exhibit No. 10” and retained in 
committee files. ) 

The CHarrman. What was the reason ? 

Mr. Parrerson. Mr. Walter, whenever a man fights for his rights 
he is always called desirous of overthrowing the government with 
force and violence. I have no desire of that kind. 

The Cuarrman. What was the reason given by the Canadian Gov- 
ernment ? 

Mr. Parrerson. That was the Canadian Government position as 
set forth there. Under the pressure of.the State Department of the 
United States which wishes to attach to me the label that I seek 
to overthrow the Government by force and violence. 


] 
L 
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The Cuarrman. You are not trying to create the impression that 
the State Department of the United States was fighting to bring 
you back here, are you ? 

Mr. Parrerson. That seems to be very funny. 

The CuarrMan. It would be very funny if it were true. 

Mr. Parrerson. I think that this whole inquiry is to keep me here, 
It seems to me that the whole inquiry on your part is to prevent a man 
who is asking for his rights for traveling. Therefore, it would seem 
logical that you want to bring me back if you want to keep me here. 

Mr. Arens. Please tell the committee what you were doing in 
Canada. 

Mr. Parrerson. I had been invited into Canada to speak—what is 
the date of that ? 

Mr. Arens. 1948, in October. 

Mr. Parrerson. What isthe month ? 

Mr. Arens. In October. 

Mr. Parrerson. In October. I had been invited to speak to—— 

Mr. Arens. Excuse me. December. 

Mr. Parrerson. December. I had been invited to speak at a mass 
meeting that was to have been held, or was held, rather, in Toronto. 

Mr. Arens. Under what auspices was the mass meeting held? 

Mr. Parrerson. I donot recall. 

Mr. Arens. Were you invited as the national executive secretary of 
the Civil Rights Congress? 

Mr. Parrerson. Tothe best of my recollection. 

Mr. Scurrer. You say you were there only to speak? 

Mr. Parrerson. That is correct. Mr. Jackson—are you Mr. Jack- 
son or Mr. Scherer ? 

Mr. Scuerer. Scherer. If you only went to Canada to make a 
speech, how is it they had to deport you? 

Mr. Parrerson. That is just what Iam saying. The State Depart- 
ment put pressure on them because I was speaking for constitutional 
rights and liberties and they wanted to distort it into some attempt to 
overthrow the Government by force and violence. 

Mr. Scurrer. You were there for longer than 1, or 2 or 3 days, 
were you not? 

Mr. Parrerson. I was not. As a matter of fact on that occasion I 
was—if I recall I was not even permitted to speak. 

Mr. Arens. Were you a member of the Communist conspiracy when 
you were in Canada in December of 1948? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Parrerson. I didn’t hear. 

Mr. Arens. Were you a member of the conspiratorial apparatus 
known as the Communist Party when you were in Canada in 1948? 

Mr. Parrerson. I have never been a member of any conspiratorial 
apparatus, known by any name, and I object to that strenuously as 
an attempt to impeach my integrity and my fight has been for con- 
stitutional liberties in our country. 

Mr. Arens. Were you a member of the Communist Party while you 
were in Canada in 1948? 

Mr. Parrrrson. I decline to answer that, Mr. Director—— 

Mr. Scuerer. I ask you to direct—— 

Mr. Parrerson. —for the reasons given. 
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The Cuairman. You are directed to answer the question, were you 
a member of the Communist Party on the occasion that you were 
deported from Canada by the Canadian Government ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Patrerson. Mr. Walter, under the first amendment to the Con- 
stitution I have a right to decline to answer that question, and you 
have no right to fe such an inquiry. 

The Cuairman. Do you decline to answer the question? 

Mr. Parrerson. I do, 

Mr. Arens. Has your passport ever been taken up by the United 
States Government 

Mr. Parrerson. My passport was taken up by the United States 
Government. 

Mr. Arens. When was your passport taken up by the United States 
Government 

Mr. Parrerson. I think my passport was taken up when I returned 
from that trip to the United Nations. 

Mr. Arens. Why was your passport taken up / 

Mr. Parrerson. Because I had gone to the United Nations with a 
petition, detailing the terror against Negroes over a period of quite 
a number of years, that petition which I should have brought with 
ine, charging genocide under the United Nations charter and the uni- 
versal declaration of foreign rights. 

Mr. Arens. Is that the reason the State Department gave you when 
they took up your passport 

Mr. Parrerson. The United States gave me no reasons. They 
snatched my passport when I put it in. 

Mr. Arens. I direct vour attention, please, to a letter, a photostatic 
reproduction of which I have in my hand and shall now display to 
you, dated July 30, 1952, addressed to you, “William L. Patterson, 

executive Secretary, Civil Rights Congress, 23 West 26th Street, New 
York 10, New York,” signed by “R. B. Shipley, Chief, Passport Di- 
vision” of the Department of State. 

“My dear Mr. Patterson” 

Mr. Uncer. Why don’t you show him the letter and save a lot of 
time? 

Mr. Arens. You have been advised repeatedly your sole and exclu- 
sive prerogative is to advise vour client. 

Mr. Uncer. Please. Iam saving time. Let the man read the letter, 
save time, 

Mr. Scuerer. I want to hear the letter. 

Mr. Uncer. What is the point of reading this letter? 

Mr. Scuerer. I want to hear it. 

The Cuatrman. We want to hear it. Go ahead, Mr. Arens. 

Mr. Arens (reading) : 

The Department has received your letter of July 22, 1952, in which you ask 
whether your action at Paris in presenting various material to the General As- 
sembly of the United Nations was the reason for taking up your passport. I 
take pleasure in informing you that such is not the case. 

Your passport was taken up when you violated the restriction placed on the 
passport by the Secretary of State and used it for travel to Hungary. In this 
connection your attention is invited to the following provision of law— 
which is then quoted. 

39742—59—pt. 
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Now, I lay this document before you and ask you if this is a true 
and correct reproduction of a letter which you received and was sent 
to you by Mrs. Shipley, then Chief of the Passport Division of the 
Department of State under date of July 30, 1952? 

(Document was handed the witness. ) 

(Document marked “Patterson Exhibit No. 11” and retained in 
committee files.) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Parrerson. May I ask when my passpo:'t was taken up? 

Mr. Arens. I have here a photostatic reproduction of a letter signed 
by yourself to Mrs. Shipley in which, among other things, you say: 
“On the 8rd of January, 1952, upon my return from Europe——” 

Mr. Patrerson. Thank you. That isall I wanted. Now, when my 
passport was taken up the question 

(Document marked “Patterson Exhibit No. 12” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. First of all, would you please answer the outstanding 
question, Is the document which you now hold in your hand a true and 
correct reproduction of a letter which was directed to you and received 
by yourself from Mrs. Shipley ? 

Mr. Patterson. Yes, but the reasons given differ from the reasons 
given when my passport was taken up. The State Department had 
time to think over the matter and to find a position which they thought 
would be acceptable to the general public. But the basic reason is that 
I appeared before the United Nations and not because I went some- 
where else. 

Mr. Arens. Now, in a moment I expect to display to you a current 
passport application filed by yourself in July of 1958, a passport ap- 

lication pursuant to which, we understand, a new passport has just 

n recently issued to you. Before displaying this passport applica- 
tion to vou! want the record to be clear on one point. Have you, at 
any time, filed a passport application under such circumstances in 
which you were required by the State Department to answer questions 
as to whether or not you were a member of the Communist Party ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Patrerson. Mr. Director, you have an application before you, 
made by me and I think signed by me, in which I have answered every 
question—it is on the record, anyway. 

Mr. Uncer. Let the committee listen. 

Mr. Patterson. I was saying when you had your other meeting. 

The CratrMan. I was listening. 

Mr. Scuerer. We were talking about your testimony. 

Mr. Partrerson. I was saying that the Staff Director has an appli- 
cation before him and signed by me. Every question that is there I 
‘answered—— 

Mr. Arens. Apparently you misconstrued my question—— 

Mr. Patrerson. —sincerely and correctly. 

bc ‘ssi May I rephrase my question, Mr. Chairman, if you 
please 

Mr. Partrerson. All other applications that I have, I have answered 
the questions correctly. 

Mr. Arens. I want the record to be clear—and I am sure the chair- 
man does, too—on this one point, which is very important to the in- 
quiry here, namely—— 
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Mr. Parrerson. And one other point—— 

Mr. Arens. Forgetting for the moment, Mr. Patterson, the current 
application that I am gong to be displaying to you in a few minut 
and talking about all the applications which you filed for these severa. 
passports and renewals, they occurred prior to 1950, did they not? 

Mr. Parrerson. I think that all you have shown me did, I think. 

Mr. Arens. It is a fact, is it not, that in none of the passport os 
cations filed by yourself, pursuant to which passports were issued to 
you prior to 1950, were you required under the then existing practice 
of the State Department to answer questions as to whether or not you 
were a Communist. That is a fact, is it not? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Parrerson. But the political affiliations of a person, whether 
Republican, Democrat, Socialist, or Communist, were not inquired 
into as the—— 

The Cuatrman. That is right. The record shows it. 

Mr. Arens. Now I have in my hand, Mr. Chairman, for the pur- 
pose of making the record clear on this, the passport application form 
which has been in use since about March, 1957. In these passport ap- 
plications, beginning about March, 1957, appear questions respecting 
membership of the applicant if any, in the Communist Party. 

Now, I display to you a passport application filed by you, accord- 
ing to the document itself, in July of 1958, which according to the 
calendar would be just about one month after the decision of the 
Supreme Court in the Kent-Briehl case. 

ask you now if you will kindly examine that document which 
I am displaying to you and tell this committee whether or not that 
is a true and correct reproduction of a passport application filed by 
yourself in 1958. 

(Document was handed the witness. ) 

Mr. Parrerson. I think it is. 

(Document marked “Patterson Exhibit No. 13” and retained in 
committee files. ) 

Mr. Arens. Now may I invite your attention, if you please—may 
I have it for a moment? 

(Document handed to Mr. Arens. ) 

Mr. Arens. I invite your attention to the second page of this pass- 
port application in which three questions appear: “Are you now a 
member of the Communist Party? Answer ‘Yes’ or ‘No.’ Have you 
ever been a member of the Communist Party? Answer ‘Yes’ or ‘No.’ 
If ever a member, state period of membership from 3 

And I invite your attention to the document to solicit from you, if 
you please, an answer to this question: Did you on the passport ap- 
plication answer any of those three questions ? 

(Document was handed the witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

The Cnamman. What does the application show, Mr. Arens? 

a Uncer. It obviously shows a blank, and Mr. Arens knows 
that. 

The Cuarrman. You talk to your client. I am asking Mr. Arens 
a question. 

Mr. Arens. It shows one ng Mod Mr. Chairman. 

I would like to have on the record his answer to this because I 


have a succeeding question that bears on it. 
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The Cuarrman. Answer the question, Mr. Patterson. 

Mr. Patrerson. Just one inhial: I am conferring with my counsel, 
if you will, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Arens. Would you please answer the question ? 

Mr. Parrerson. I would like to get the 

Mr. Arens. The Chairman hears you. Go ahead. Please answer 
the question. 

Mr. Parrerson. I didn’t answer that question because the State 
Department correctly, under the decision of the Supreme Court, held 
that it was not—that that question could be evaded and, therefore, 
under the State Department's position and the Supreme Court's deci- 
sion in the case of Kent and Briehl, the cases of Rockwell Kent and 
Briehl, I am of the political opinion of others that whether you are 
a Republican, Democrat, Socialist, or what have you, it was not neces- 
sary nor within the province of the State Department to inquire, 

The Cuatrrman. Thank you very much. You have been of great 
help to this committee. 

Mr. Arens. Was a passport issued to you pursuant to this applica- 
tion which you filed several months ago ¢ 

Mr. Parrerson. It was. 

Mr. Arens. And you now have in your possession a United States 
passport issued to you pursuant to this application made in July 
of 1958: isthat correct ? 

Mr. Parrerson. Yes, that is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Now, may I ask you, as of the instant that you affixed 
your signature to this passport application in July of 1958, were you 
then a member of the Communist Party ? 

(Witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Parrerson. Mr. Staff Director—I am glad I afforded you the 
pleasure that you seem to have at the moment, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. That is quite all right. 

Mr. Patrerson. I am quite happy to detect it. Mr. Staff Director, 
it is not within your province to ask that question any more than it 
was the province of the State Department, as held by the Supreme 
Court. Therefore, with authority of the Supreme Court, I decline, 
and, of course, under the Constitution, I decline to answer that 
question. 

Mr. Scurrer. I ask that he be directed to answer the question. 

The Cramman. You are directed to answer the question, Mr. 
Patterson. 

Mr. Parrerson. I decline. 

Mr. Arens. Where do you intend to go on your passport and when? 

Mr. Parrerson. It would be impossible for me to answer such a 
_ question, because I don’t know. 

Mr. Arens. Did you tell the State Department that you wanted to 
ase onl proposed to visit England, France, Russia, Italy, Germany, 
Austria 

Mr. Partrerson. If I did, then it is obvious that that is where I 
see. to go. You are asking me now where I would go. I don’t 

now. 

Mr. Arens. Have you changed your plans as to whether or not you 
are going to make the trip ? 

Mr. Parrerson. Of course I have not changed any plans. 
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Mr. Arens. Do you still intend to make the trip ? 

Mr. Parrerson. I don’t know. 

The Cuamman. The fact of the matter is you never intended to 
take the trip. You only went through the motions because of the 
Supreme Court decision; isn’t that correct? 

Mr. Parrerson. Your opinion, I don’t think, determines it. 

The Crarrman. No, it does not determine it, but I am inclined to 
it. That is my opinion. 

Mr. Parrerson. Yes. And the answer is no, it is not true. 

Mr. Arens. I should like to invite your attention now to two arti- 
cles, one in “New Times,” 1953, in which the following appears with 
reference to the untimely demise of Joseph Stalin: 

The common people of America share the grief of all the working people at the 
loss of the great champion of peace. Thousands attended a meeting in Rockland 
Palace, New York, at which William Patterson, Chairman of the Civil Rights 
Congress, expressed the sorrow of the American people. He said: 

“We bow our heads, together with the hundreds of millions of others who 
across the world mourn the death of Joseph Stalin, the greatest peoples’ 
champion that our world has known.” 

Did you make the statements which I have just read? 

(Witness confers with his counsel.) 

Mr. Parrerson. I do not know whether I made that statement. 
Probably I did. We had just come out of a war in which the coura 
and heroism of the people of the Soviet Union under the leadership 
of Mr. Stalin was a determining factor in victory. I might have very 
well made that. 

Mr. Arens. Did you change your mind about Joseph Stalin after 
Mr. Khrushchev made his speech at the Twentieth Party Congress of 
the Communists assembly in Moscow ? 

Mr. Parrerson. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Arens. Now, I display to you still another document, “A 
Friendship Book,” in which William L. Patterson is quoted, among 
other statements, as follows: 

* * * So, living now, I must take my stand with the Soviet Union in its sup- 
port of the freedom struggle of the Asian peoples, of Africa and all progressive 
mankind. 

Did you make that statement which I have just read and which is 
attributed to you in this booklet, “A Friendship Book” ? 

Mr. Parrerson. I probably did. I will take my stand with any 
people fighting for human dignity. 

(Documents marked “Patterson Exhibit No. 14° and retained in 
committee files. ) 

Mr. Arens. Those are all the questions I have. 

Mr. Scnerer. Before we adjourn, Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
offer for the record a column by Victor Riesel to follow in the record 
the testimony of Harry Bridges on yesterday.’ 

The Cuatrman. The committee is now 5 to meet tomorrow 
morning at 10 o’clock. 

(Committee members present in the hearing room: Representatives 
Walter, Doyle, and Scherer.) 

(Whereupon, at 11:25 a.m., Wednesday, April 22, 1959, the com- 
mittee was recessed, to reconvene at 10 a.m., Thursday, April 23, 1959.) 


1See hearings on Passport Security—Part 1 (Testimony of Harry R. Bridges, Apr. 21, 
1959), pp. 738, 739. 
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THURSDAY, APRIL 23, 1959 


Untrep Srares or RepresENTATIVES, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE 
Comnirree oF UN-AmeRICAN ACTIVITIES, 
Washington, D.C. 
PUBLIC HEARINGS 


The subcommittee of the Committee on Un-American Activities met, 
pursuant to recess, at 10:05 a.m., in the Caucus Room, Old House 
Office Building, the Honorable Francis E. Walter (committee chair- 
man) presiding. 

Subcommittee members: Representatives Francis E. Walter, Penn- 
sylvania; Morgan M. Moulder, Missouri; Clyde Doyle, California; 
Donald L. Jackson, California; and Gordon H. Scherer, Ohio. 

Committee members also present : Representatives William M. Tuck, 
Virginia, and August E. Johansen of Michigan (appearance as 
noted), 

Stall members present: Richard Arens, staff director, and Donald 
T. Appell, investigator. 

The Cuarrman. The committee will come to order. Mr. Arens will 
you call your first witness ? 

(Members present: Representatives Walter, Doyle, Tuck, and 
Jackson. ) 

Mr. Arens. Casimir Nowacki, kindly come forward. 

The Chairman. Please raise your right hand. 

Wiil you swear the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Nowacktr. Yes. 


TESTIMONY OF CASIMIR THADDEUS NOWACKI, ACCOMPANIED BY 
COUNSEL, JOSEPH FORER 


Mr. Arens. Please identify yourself by name, residence, and 
occupation. 

Mr. Nowack1. My name is Casimir T. Nowacki. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly spell it for us? We are not cer- 
tain of our spelling. 

Mr. Nowack1. C-a-s-i-m-i-r, initial T., last name N-o-w-a-c-k-i. 
And I live at 952 Algus Street, New York City. 

Mr. Arens. Your occupation, please, sir? 

Mr. Nowacxt. In reference to my occupation I refuse to answer 
that question for three reasons. First, I think that this committee 
is unconstitutional; and, secondly, the question is irrelevant; and, 
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third, I do claim my privilege under the fifth amendment not to be 
a witness against 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today in response to a subpena 
which was served upon you by this committee ? 

Mr. Nowackr. Correct. 

Mr. Arens. And you are represented by counsel? 

Mr. Nowacxt. Correct. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, kindly identify yourself. 
or Forer. Joseph Forer, 711 14th Street NW., Washington, 

Tue CHarrman. What was the question he refused to answer 
Mr. Arens? 

Mr. Arens. His occupation, and invoked the fifth. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Nowacki, you are directed to answer the ques- 
tion as to what your occupation is. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Nowacxt. I shall abide by my refusal. 

Mr. Arens. Where and when were you born? 

Mr. Nowackt. I was born May 10, 1904, in Kenosha, Wisconsin. 

Mr. Arens. Give us just a word, please, sir, respecting your formal 
education. 

Mr. Nowacxt. I finished Kenosha High School and then I went up 
to Marquette. 

Mr. Arens. Would it be convenient for you to keep your voice up 
a little bit ? 

Mr. Nowacki. I went to Kenosha High School and then I went to 
Marquette University in Milwaukee, and I took a couple years of 
engineering and a couple years of business administration, 

Mr. Arens. When did you complete your formal education ? 

Mr. Nowackt. About 1928. 

Mr. Arens. Give us, if you please, sir, the principal occupations or 
employments you have had since you completed your formal education. 

Mr. Nowackt. I again refuse to answer for the reasons already 

iven. 

. Mr. Arens. Is there any employment you have engaged in since 
you completed your formal education concerning which you can tell 
this committee without supplying information which might be used 
against you in a criminal proceeding ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

_Mr. Nowackt. I again refuse to answer for the same reasons already 
ven. 
ay. Arens. How long have you been engaged in your present oc- 
cupation ? 
~ Mr. Nowackt. I refuse to answer for the same reasons given. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Nowacki, have you ever used any name other than 
the name Nowacki pursuant to which you are appearing today? 

Mr. Nowackt. I refuse to answer for the reasons already given. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Nowacki, have you ever applied for a United States 
passport ? 

Mr. Nowackt. Yes, I have applied for a United States passport. 

Mr. Arens. What was the year in which you first applied for a 
United States passport ? 

Mr. Nowackt. I believe it was 1949. 


PASSPORT SECURITY 775 


Mr. Arens. I display to you, if you please, sir, a photostatic repro 
duction of a passport A ir bearing the sigpature of Casimir 
Nowacki and ask you if you would kindly examine this document and 
tell the committee whether or not that is a true and correct reproduc- 
tion of the passport application which you filed in 1949 with the De- 
partment of State. 

jaeenent was handed to the witness.) 

The witness conferred with his counsel. 

Mr. Nowacxt. Yes, it is apparently the passport I applied for. 

(Document marked “Nowacki Exhibit No. 1,” and retained in 
committee files. ) 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Nowacki, one or two of the gentlemen present here 
have informed me casually they are having difficulty hearing you. 
Would it be convenient for you to get closer to the microphone or 
raise your voice or perhaps a combination of the two? 

Mr. Nowacxt. Yes, that is my passport application. 

Mr. Arens. Was a passport issued pursuant to this application ? 

Mr. Nowacxt. No, I think that 1s my first attempt to make an 

Mr. Arens. Did you receive a passport ? 

Mr. Nowacxt. This particular application was followed through 
with there being received a passport. 

Mr. ARENS. Where did you goon the passport ? 

Mr, Nowackt. I went to Poland with a stopover at Copenhagen, 
a stop we made. 

Mr. Arens. Who paid your expenses on the trip to Poland? 

Mr. Nowackt. That question I refuse to answer for reasons already 
lven. 
Mr. Arens. Were your expenses to Poland paid by the Commu- 
nist Party? 

Mr. Nowackxt. I refuse to answer for the reasons already given. 

Mr. Arens. How long were you in Poland? 

Mr. Nowackt. About three months. 

Mr. Arens. Would you accommodate the committee by telling us 
whether or not in the passport application or in your negotiations 
with the Department of State in 1949 to procure a passport, if you 
were interrogated as to whether or not you were a member of the 
Communist Party. 

Mr. Nowackt. I refuse to answer that question for the reasons 
given before. 

Mr. Arens. Where did you go in Poland? 

Mr. Nowacxr. All around the country, the major cities, also the 
crematoriums of Modlin, Augustow, Warsaw. Those are the major 
cities. 

Mr. Arens. Did you tell the Department of State in 1949 that your 
purpose was to visit relatives in Poland ? 

Mr. Nowackt. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Was that your purpose? 

Mr. Nowackt. I wanted to see relatives. 

Mr. Arens. Was that the exclusive purpose that you had? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Nowackt. I also wanted to see the country. 

Mr. Arens. Was that the exclusive purpose ? 

Mr. Nowackt. Yes. 
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Mr. Arens. Did you while you were in Poland attend a special 
training course of the United Polish Workers Party conducted at 
Warsaw ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

_Mr. Nowacxt. I refuse to answer that question for reasons already 

ven. 
rae Arens. Did you contemplate attending this training course of 
the United Polish Workers Party at Warsaw, Poland, at the time 
you filed your passport application ? 

Mr. Nowackt. I refuse to answer for the reasons already given. 

Mr. Arens. Did you by any means communicate to the Department 
of State prior to your receipt of a passport your intention to attend 
a training course in Warsaw, Poland, under the auspices of the United 
Polish Workers Party ? 

_Mr. Nowackt. I refuse to answer the question for reasons already 
given. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Nowacki, I put it to you as a fact, based upon in- 
telligence information that has been made available to this committee, 
that in 1949 in Warsaw, Poland, you did attend a special training 
course for Communists conducted under the auspices of the United 
Polish Workers Party, and I ask you now, while you are under oath, 
to affirm or deny that assertion of fact. 

Mr. Nowackt. I refuse to answer the question for the reasons al- 
ready given. 

Mr. Arens. How long did you stay in Poland? 

Nr. Nowackt. I guess about three months. 

Mr. Arens. Were you accompanied by any other person on your 
trip? 

{The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Nowackt. Not that I am aware of. 

Mr. Arens. Then did you return to the United States or did you 
go to some other country ¢ 

Mr. Nowacxt. I returned to the United States. 

Mr. Arens. Since you received your passport in 1949 have you so- 
licited and received another passport ? 

Mr. Nowackt. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Did you make application for United States passport in 
1956 ? 

Mr. Nowackr. I believe I did. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you, if you say gt sir, a preteentes repro- 
duction of a passport application filed by Casimir Thaddeus Nowacki 
with the Department of State in early 1956 and ask you if that is a 
true and correct reproduction of the passport application which you 
filed. 

(Document was handed to the witness.) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

(Representative Johansen entered the room.) 

Mr. Nowacxr. Yes. This apparently is my passport that I filed, 
the application. 

(Document marked “Nowacki Exhibit No. 2,” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Now was a passport issued to you pursuant to this ap- 
plication ? 

Mr. Nowackt. Yes, a passport was issued to me. 
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Mr. Arens. Where did you tell the Department of State you wanted 
to go in 19564 

Mr. Nowackt. I think Poland. 

Mr. Arens. Subsequent to the issuance of this passport to you in 
February of 1956 did you in April of 1956 receive a letter from the 
Department of State soliciting from you additional information ? 

Mr. Nowacxt. That was after I made the application ¢ 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Nowackr. That I don’t know. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you, if you please, sir, a photostatic repro- 
duction of a letter addressed to you from the director of the passport 
office, from which I would like to read at least a few excerpts. 

The Cuairman. I think out of fairness to the witness you ought 
to show it to him. 

Mr. Arens. I will first ask you if you can identify it. Is that a 
true and correct reproduction of a letter which you received from the 
Department of State on the date indicated at the top of the letter 
(44-56). 

(Document was handed to the witness. ) 

( The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Nowackr. Yes. Iamsure I received this, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. You may interrogate him as to any part of it. 

Mr. Arens. May I read, if you please, for the record, Mr. Chairman, 
at least excerpts of it and then request that the letter itself be in- 
corporated by reference in the record ¢ 

Dear Mr. NowackI: Your entitlement to passport facilities is being considered 
under the provisions of section 51.135 of the Passport Regulations, the text of 
which is set forth under the enclosed circular. 

You are requested to submit under oath or affirmation a statement with respect 
to present or past membership in the Communist Party. In the event your 
membership has terminated, you should indicate when or under what conditions 
such termination occurred. 

Pending receipt of the above affidavit, Passport No. 838690 is hereby with- 
drawn and you are requested to surrender it to the bearer of this letter, an 
authorized representative of the Department of State. Any attempt to use this 
passport may subject you to prosecution under the provisions of section 1544, 
title 18 of the United States Code, which reads in part, as follows: * * * 

Mr. Nowacki, did you upon receipt of this letter, a photostatic re- 
production of which you have identified, return information to the 
Department of State as to whether or not you were then or had been 
a member of the Communist Party ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. No. 

(Document marked “Nowacki Exhibit No. 3,” and retained in 
committee files. ) 

Mr. Arens. Was your passport surrendered by yourself to the 
Department of State? 

The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Nowackt. It was seized. 

Mr. Arens. Where and when was it seized ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Nowackt. At the gangplank on the way going over, on the 
gangplank. 

Mr. Arens. On the gangplank when you were about to depart from 
the United States with a passport in your possession, is that right? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 
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Mr. Nowackr. Right. Naturally when I got that letter it was at 
the same time. When I got the letter it was at the same time. 

Mr. Arens. As of the time you applied for this passport and as of 
the time the passport was issued and as of the time your passport was 
seized, were you on each of those occasions then a member of the Com- 
munist Party ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Nowackt. I refuse to answer for reasons already given. 

Mr. Arens. Who paid your expenses on this trip to Poland ? 

Mr. Nowackr. What was that again ? 

Mr. Arens. Who was to pay your expenses on the trip to Poland ? 

Mr. Nowackt. I refuse to answer for reasons alrady given. 

Mr. Arens. Was your sole, exclusive objective and purpose of your 
contemplated trip to Poland to vacation and visit relatives or was 
there another purpose ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Nowacxt. I refuse to answer for the reasons already given. 

Mr. Arens. Now, sir, did you thereafter file another passport ap- 
plication ? 

Mr. Nowackr. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Arens. When did you file your next passport application ? 

Mr. Nowackt. I believe it is November 1958. 

Mr. Arens. So the record will reflect and be made clear it was a few 
months after the decision in the Kent-Briehl case. 

I display to you, if you please, sir, now, a photostatic reproduction 
of a passport application and ask you if this is a true and correct 
reproduction of a passport application filed by you in August of 1958. 

(Document was ae to the witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Nowackt, I think this is my passport application, but I think 
there is some writing in there that is not my writing. 

Mr. Arens. Is it material, the writing that is not your writing? 

Mr. Nowackt. I cannot figure, decipher it. 

Mr. Arens. That is writing at the very bottom of the first page in 
the margin, is that correct ? 

Mr. Nowackt. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. That you feel is not your writing ? 

Mr. Nowacki. Yes, that is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Beside the writing to which you have just alluded, is 
this a true and correct reproduction of the passport application as you 
signed it and filed it ? 

Mr. Nowackt. I think it is. 

Mr. Arens. Was a passport issued pursuant to this application? 

Mr. Nowackt. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. I direct your attention to page 2 of this passport ap- 
plication in which three questions appear: “Are you now a member 
of the Communist Party? Write Yes or No. Have you every been a 
member of the Communist Party? Write Yes or No. If ever a 
member, state period of membership, from —— to m 

Did you on this passport application fill out those questions, an- 
swer those questions which I have just read ? 

(Document was handed to the witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
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Mr. Nowacxt. No, I didn’t answer those because I heard the Su- 
preme Court had given the reasons, that they had no right to answer 
that question. 

(Document marked “Nowacki Exhibit No. 4,” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Forrer. Not to answer it, to ask it. 

The Cuarrman. You mean they had noright. You mean the State 
Department had no authority to ask the questions? 

Mr. Nowackt. Correct. 

The Cuarrman. That is the reason why you did not answer? 

Mr. Nowacktr. That is the reason I did not answer the question on 
the application. 

Mr. Arens. As of the time you filed this passport application in 
August of 1958, were you then a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Nowackt. I refuse to answer for the reasons already given. 

Mr. Arens. Have you traveled on the United States passport issued 
to you in November 1958, pursuant to the application which was filed ? 

Mr. Nowackt. No, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Do you contemplate traveling on it? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Nowackt. Possibly. 

Mr. Arens. Have you made any definite plans? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Nowackt. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. The fact of the matter is you never intended to 
travel. You merely obtained a passport because of the decision of 
the Supreme Court, and you wanted to demonstrate that you could, 
is that not the fact? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Nowackr. That is not true. 

The Cuarrman. What is true then about your application? You say 
you have not contemplated taking any trip. Why did you apply for a 
passport if you did not intend to go somewhere ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Nowacki. I made an application with the intentions that there 
will—I may change my mind. I may want to go, and therefore I will 
have a passport on hand to be ready to go. 

The Cuarman. I see. In other words, you made the application, 
obtained the passport because while you did not intend to use it, you 
thought that maybe at sometime or other you might have occasion 
to? 

Mr. Nowackt. I didn’t say that I did not intend to use it. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Arens. Now, sir, please tell us how long have you lived in 
New York City. 

Mr. Nowackt. Since 1949. 

Mr. Arens. Where did you live prior to that time? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Nowackt. I refuse to answer that question for reasons already 

iven. 
. The Cuatrman. You are directed to answer this question. You 
understand the question, do you not? 
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Mr. Nowacxt. As to whether I had lived any other place besides 
New York City in 1949. 

The Cuatrrman. Where did you live other than in New York City 

Mr. Nowackt. Since 1949? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Nowacxt. I shall abide by my refusal to answer. 

The CHarrman. You feel that if you would answer that question 
you might be subjected to a criminal prosecution ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Nowackt. It is possible. 

Mr. Jackson. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Nowacki, on the passport appli- 
cation, the original passport application, there is an address given, 
“Casimir T. Nowacki, 244 South Olive Street, Los Angeles 12, Cali- 
fornia.” Was that your address on that date? 

Mr. Nowack1. Correct. It was. 

Mr. Jackson. Then you did reside in Los Angeles prior to the time 
you went to New York? 

Mr. Nowackt. Yes. 

Mr. Jackson. I think that was the substance of the question coun- 
sel was asking. 

Mr. Arens. Precisely. 

Where did you reside prior to the time you lived in New York City? 

Mr. Nowackxr. Los Angeles. 

Mr. Forrr. You mean immediately prior? 

Mr. Nowackt. Los Angeles. 

Mr. Forer. Wait a minute. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

The CHarrman. Now he has already answered the question. He 
answered the question, Los Angeles. 

Mr. Forer. No, he didn’t. 

The Cuatrman. He did. I heard him, before you put other words 
in his mouth. We will leave that answer just where it is. 

id Forer. All right. Leave it. Let the record show the way it 
stands. 

The Cuairman. Go ahead, Mr. Arens. 

Mr. Arens. Are you the head of the Polonia Club? 

Mr. Nowackt. I refuse to answer for the reasons already given. 

Mr. Arens. Were you in 1957 the head of the Polonia Club? 

Mr. Nowackt. I refuse to answer for the reasons already given. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you now, if you please, sir, a thermofax 
reproduction of the Communist Daily Woche of Tuesday, February 
19, 1957, in which an article appears respecting Polish-United States 
. trade talks. In this article appears reference to a letter sent to the 
chairman of the House Committee on Foreign Affairs by Casimir 
Nowacki designated in this article as head of the Polonia Club. 
Kindly look at this article and tell this committee whether or not that 
rotons your recollection with reference to your office as head of the 
Polonia Club. 

Mr. Forer. He didn’t say he didn’t remember. What has the re- 
freshing his recollection got to do with it? Do you want to change 
your question ? 

Mr, Arens. Kindly tell this committee whether or not the facts 
recited there with reference to your connection with the Polonia Club 
are true and correct ? 
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Document was handed to the witness. ) 
tirhe witness conferred with his counsel.) 
Mr. Nowacx1. I refuse to answer that question for the reasons al- 
ready given. 


(Document marked “Nowacki Exhibit No. 5,” and retained in com- 
mittee files. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now or have you been in the course of the last 
2 years a contributor to the English Section of the People’s Voice? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Nowackt. I refuse to answer that question for the reasons 
already given. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you now, if you please, sir, a thermofax 
reproduction of the masthead of the People’s Voice of Saturday, 
February 28, 1948, carrying in the mess the name of Casimir T. 
Nowacki, as a contributor. 

Kindly look at that document which I display to you and tell this 
committee whether or not the designation there is a fact, to your 
certain knowledge. 

(Document was handed to the witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 


Mr. Nowackt. I refuse to answer for the reasons already given. 


(Document marked “Nowacki Exhibit No. 6” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 


Mr. Arens. Have you been the executive secretary of the Slavic 
Council of Southern California ? 

Mr. Nowackt. I refuse to answer for the reasons already given. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you now, please, sir, copy of an article ap- 


pearing in the Daily People’s World of August 27, 1948, referring to a 
letter to the then Attorney General Tom Clark, and to President Har- 
ry Truman, from Casimir T. Nowacki designated in this article as 
executive secretary of the Slavic Council of Southern California. 
Kindly look at this document and tell this committee whether or not 
the designation of yourself as executive secretary of that organiza- 
tion is true and correct. 

(Document was handed to the witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Nowacxt. I refuse to answer this question for reasons already 
given. 

(Document marked “Nowacki Exhibit No. 7,” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Arens. I put it to you as a fact, sir, and ask you to affirm or 
deny the fact that in 1944, 1946, 1947, and 1948 you were a member 
. the Nationalities Commission of the Los Angeles Communist 

arty. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
es Nowacxt. I refuse to answer that for the same reasons given 

fore. 

Mr. Arens. Were you or have you been in the course of the recent 
past the editor of the Slavic-American News, organ of the Slavic 
Council of Southern California ? 

Mr. Nowack1. I refuse to answer that for the same reasons given 
before. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you, if you La sir, a photostatic re- 
production: of the Daily People’s World, September 13, 1950, in 


) 
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which Casimir T. Nowacki is alluded to as the editor of the Slavic- 
American News. Kindly look at that document and tell this committee 
whether or not the designation there is true and correct. 

(Document was handed to the witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Nowackt. I refuse to answer this question for the reasons al- 
ready given. 

(Document marked “Nowacki Exhibit No. 8,” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Forrr. Do you want to read this article into the record, Mr. 
Arens? 

Mr. Arens. No, thank you, Counsel, and you know your sole and 
exclusive prerogative is to advise your client. 

I display to you, if you please, sir, a photostatic reproduc- 
tion of an article in the Daily People’s World of Wednesday, 
September 21, 1949, entitled, “Poland Today: Social Services Make 
Living Easier for the People,” written from Warsaw, Poland, special 
to The Daily People’s World by Casimir T. Nowacki. Kindly look 
at this document I am displaying to you and tell this committee 
whether or not that is a true and correct reproduction of an article sent 
by you to the Daily People’s World from Warsaw, Poland. 

(Document was handed to the witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Nowackxt. I refuse to answer for the same reasons given before. 

(Document marked “Nowacki Exhibit No. 9,” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Have you had any contractual relationships with the 
Communist government of Poland? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Nowackt. Repeat that question again. 

Mr. Arens. Have you had any contractual] relationships in the 
course of the last few years with the Communist government of 
Poland, or any subdivision or unit thereof ? 

Mr. Forer. Contract. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Nowackt. No, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Have you been engaged in any business enterprise tak- 
ing people or escorting people to Poland ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Nowackt. I had no contract with the Polish Government inso- 
far as a business transaction, if that is what you are referring to. 

Mr. Arens. Did you have contractual relationships or business 
activities of any kind, nature, or description with the end in view 
‘of causing persons to be transported from the United States to 
Poland? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Nowackt. I was going to lead a tour to Poland, but then my 
passport was seized at the time. 

Mr. Arens. Under what auspices were you to lead the tour? 

Mr. Nowacxt. I refuse to answer that question for reasons already 
iven. 
Mr. Arens. Have you in the course of the last three or four years 
been in conference with members of the Polish delegation to the 
United Nations? 
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Mr. Nowackt. Last three or four years? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Nowacxt. In conference ? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. 

Mr. Nowacxt. What do you mean, conferences, talk to or—— 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. Let’s start with that. 

Mr. Nowackt. I refuse to answer that for the reasons already 
given. 

Mr. Arens. Have you supplied any information respecting the 
names and addresses of persons in the United States to members of 
the official delegation of the Polish Government in the United States? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Nowackt. Not that I recall, no. 

Mr. Arens. Was your solicitation of a United States passport last 
year at the direction or instigation of any person known to be a mem- 
ber of the Communist Party / 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Nowackt. No, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now, this moment, a member of the Communist 


Party? 

( The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Nowackt. I refuse to answer for the reasons already given. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will con- 
clude the staff interrogation of this witness. 

The Cuatrman. Any questions, Mr. Doyle? 

Mr. Dorie. Just one or two. 

Mr. Nowacki, you gave your address in April 1949 when you applied 
for that passport 

Mr. Nowackr. Yes. 

Mr. Doyte. as 244 South Olive, Los Angeles? 

Mr. Nowackt. Correct. 

Mr. Dorie. About how long did you reside at that address prior 
to the time you filed your passport application on April 25, 1949? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Nowackt. Oh, before I filed it? 

Mr. Dorie. About how long? 

Mr. Nowackr. That was what date that I filed it? 

Mr. Doyte. April, 1949. 

Mr. Nowackt. April, 1949. I would guess about a year and a half, 
two years. 

Mr. Doyte. Did you live at any place other than 244 South Olive, 
while in California? 

Mr. Nowacxr. Yes. 

Mr. Dorie. Where? 

Mr. Nowackr. On 3020 Sunset Boulevard. 

Mr. Doytx. About how long did you live there? 

Mr. Nowackt. About five years. 

Mr. Doyte. And prior to the time you lived at this address, at Sun- 
set Boulevard, at what other address in California did you live? 

Mr. Nowackt. Let’s see. I owned a home at 9th and 57th Street— 
wait a minute. I am not sure, 932—57th. 

39742—59—pt. 2——-4 
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. Doyze. In Los Angeles? 

. Nowacki. Yes. 

. Doytr. Approximately how long? 

. Nowacxi. About four years. 

. Doytz. While you were residing at any of these three places 
you named in Los Angeles, California, did you use any name other 
than your present one before this committee? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Doyte. Mr. Chairman, I am asking this for the purpose of 
identification. I ask that the witness be instructed to answer. 

The CuatrMan. You are instructed to answer the question. Have 
you used any name other than the name that you are using today in 
this hearing? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Nowackt. I refuse to answer for the reasons already given. 

Mr. Doyte. Is the adress 244 South Olive a residence? I mean a 
single dwelling or apartment house or flat or a business building? 

Mr. Nowacxt. No. It is on Bunker Hill, next to Eagles Flight. 

Mr. Doyie. Beg pardon? 

Mr. Nowacxt. Next to Eagles Flight on Bunker Hill. It is about 
an eight-story building. 

Mr. Doyre. At that address were you engaged in any business or 
did you just reside there? 

Mr. Nowackt. I just resided there. 

Mr. Doyte. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Any questions, Governor? 

Mr. Tuck. I have no questions. 

The CHarrman. Any questions, Mr. Jackson? 

Mr. Jackson. No questions. 

The CHamman. Any questions, Mr. Johansen? 

Mr. JoHansen. No questions. 

The Carman. The witness is excused. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I wonder if in advance of the next 
witness, because Mr. Boudin represents two other witnesses who have 
been subpenaed, we could make a record on the continuation of their 
subpena, if you please. Counsel is present. 

Mr. Bovpry. We already agreed in writing, so you don’t have to 
make a record. 

Mr. Arens. I would like to have the chairman order on this. 

Mr. BRovpry. No objection. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. I do not know anything about it. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, the first witness who was under sub- 
pena is Mr. Walter Cronan. Mr. Boudin sent to the office just a few 
_ days ago a doctor’s certificate to the effect that Mr. Cronan had been 
injured in an automobile accident and his appearance today would 
be continued. 

The CrHatrmMan. Let that subpena be continued. : 

Mr. Arens. He sent also a message to the effect that another wit- 
ness, Mr. Victor Michael Berman, also under subpena, is, because of 
very strong personal reasons, unable to be here today, personal rea- 
sons being he can’t travel. 

The Coatrman. Are you satisfied ? 
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Mr. Arens. Yes, sir, and I respectfully suggest that he be con- 
tinued under his subpena. 

The Cuatrman. Yes. 

Mr. Bouprn. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Call your next witness. 

Mr. Arens. The next witness, if you please, Mr. Chairman, will be 
Mrs. Dorothy Ray Friedman. 

The Cuamman. Will you raise your right hand, please ? 

Do you swear the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God, 

Mrs. FrrepMan. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF DOROTHY RAY FRIEDMAN, ACCOMPANIED BY 
COUNSEL, LEONARD B. BOUDIN 


Mr. Arens. Kindly identify yourself by name, residence, and oc- 
cupation, 

Mrs. FriepMan. My name is Dorothy Friedman. I live at Provi- 
dence, Rhode Island. Iam a housewife. 

Mr. Arens. You are appeating tonay in response to a subpena 
which was served upon you by the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities ? 

Mrs. Frrepman. Yes, that is true. 

Mr. Arens. And you are represented by counsel 7 

Mrs. FriepMan, That is true. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, will you kindly identify yourself ? 

Mr. Bounty. Leonard B. Boudin, B-o-u-d-i-n, 25 Broad Street, New 
York City. 

Mr. Arens. Mrs, Friedman, where were you born / 

Mrs. Frirepman. I decline to answer on the following grounds: 

First, this being the second time that the committee has subpenaed 
me to ask me substantially the same questions, the hearing is without 
legislative purpose, and is for the purpose harassment. Second, the 
committee 1s without jurisdiction over the subject of ——- that 
being a matter under the jurisdiction of either the House Judiciary or 
the House Foreign Affairs Committee. Third, the resolution creating 
this committee is so vague as not to indicate the intention of Congress, 
and therefore my right to due process is impaired. Fourth, the ques- 
tion is not pertinent to any subject which might be legitimately under 
investigation. Fifth, the question violates my rights under the first 
amendment and my rights and constitutional privilege under the 
fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Mr. Arens. Do you believe that the answer to the question where 
you were born might in some way cause you to be prosecuted crimi- 


nally} 
Mrs. FrrepMan. I decline to answer, sir. 

The CHarrMan. You are directed to answer the question. 

Mrs. FrrepMAN. I decline, sir. 

Mr, Arens. Mr. Chairman, I wonder if you would permit me to 
make an explanation of pertinency ? 

The Cuarrman. Never mind about that. You are directed to an- 
swer the question, Mrs. Friedman. 

_ Mrs. Frrepman. I decline to answer for the reasons already given, 

sir. 
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The Cuamman. Why did you ask the question, Mr. Arens? 

Mr. Arens. The pertinency of this question to the subject matter 
that the committee has before it today is in essence this: 

That in March of 1958 this committee held hearings in Boston, 
Mass., at which time the first witness was a man by the name of 
Armando Penha, who for a number of years had been an undercover 
agent in the Federal Bureau of Investigation. Armando Penha broke 
from the Communist apparatus as an undercover agent the instant 
he took his oath before this committee and testified. In the course of 
his testimony Mr. Penha identified the witness who is presently before 
us, Dorothy Ray Friedman, and related her activities as a member of 
the conspiratorial apparatus; pursuant to the custom of this committee 
Mrs. Friedman was subpenaed in Boston. That was in March of 
1958. 

She was interrogated with respect to the testimony of the under- 
cover agent of the Federal Bureau of Investigation. She was given 
an opportunity todeny. She was confronted with each of the various 
elements which this undercover agent produced before the committee. 

In each instance she refused to answer questions as she has done 
today even on elements of where she was born and the like. 

The Cuarrman. I notice that you have before you an application 
for a passport. Was this question as to the place of birth asked for 
the purpose of identifying this witness with the person who applied 
for a passport? 

Mr. Arens. That is precisely what I am coming to, Mr. Chairman. 

This testimony was in March 1958. Thereafter, just four months 
later, notwithstanding this testimony in Boston, this lady presented 


an application for a preapers to the Department of State to travel 


abroad and, as I think the proceedings will show in just a few mo- 
ments, refused to answer any questions respecting Communist Party 
affiliations or activities even as of that time and a passport was issued. 

The CHarrman. It is interesting to all of us to note that each of 
these people know almost verbatim the contents of the decision of 
the Supreme Court. 

Go ahead. 

Mr. Jackson. May I ask one question, Mr. Chairman, of counsel? 

The original appearance before the committee of the present 
witness that was related, as I understand counsel’s explanation, re- 
ferred to membership in the Communist Party and not to the subject 
of passports, is that correct ? 

Mr. Arens. That is correct, yes, sir. She was identified by a live 
undercover agent in the Federal Bureau of Investigation who had 
been serving in the Communist Party, a matter of hours before her 
appearance, as a then member of the conspiratorial apparatus. She 
was then confronted with that testimony and did not avail herself 
of an opportunity to deny it. Indeed she invoked constitutional 
privilege on every element. 

Then within the course of four months’ time she applied for a 
United States passport, refused to answer any questions as to Com- 
munist Party membership of activity and was Issued a passport as 
a matter of course. 

It is for that reason we felt it was certainly germane to this inquiry. 

Mr. Jackson. I think this is very important in the light of rele- 
vance. The questions today are directed to the passport matter pres- 
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ently under consideration by the committee and not to the point of 
her membership in the Communist Party previous to the application, 
is that correct 

Mr. Arens. That is correct, yes, sir. 

The CrarrMan. Very well. 

Mr. Bouptn. Could Lask a question, Mr. Arens? 

Mr. Arens. Now, Counsel, you know your sole and exclusive pre- 
rogative is to advise your client. 

Mr. Boupiy. This will help me to advise my client. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you, if you please, a photostatic reproduc- 
tion of a passport application and ask you if this is a true and correct 
reproduction of a passport application filed by yourself with the De- 
partment of State in July of 1958. 

( Document handed. ) 

Mr. Boupin. Have you asked the question, please? Could it be 
repeated ? 

Mr. Arens. Just identify it. 

Mr. Boupry. Read the particular question, please. 

(The record was read by the reporter as requested.) 

Mrs. Friepman. I decline to answer for the reasons already given. 

(Document marked “Friedman Exhibit No. 1,” and retained in 
committee files. ) 

Mr. Bouprn. I assume it is not necessary to repeat the reasons, Mr. 
Arens. 

The Cuairman. Do not repeat the reasons. Just say for the reasons 
heretofore given. We know exactly what you mean. 

Mr. Arens. Had you ever traveled abroad prior to the time of the 
application for this passport ? 

Mrs. FrrepMan. I decline to answer for the reasons already given. 

Mr. Arens. I put it to you as a fact, and ask you to affirm or deny 
the fact, that prior to the issuance of this particular passport you 
were in Guatemala in 1954 for the purpose of carrying on Communist 
Party activities in that country. If that is not true, please deny it 
while you are under oath. 

Mrs. Frrepman. I decline to answer for reasons already given. 

Mr. Arens. Was a passport issued to you last year, in 1958, pur- 
suant to the application which I have displayed to you? 

Mrs. Frrepman. I decline to answer for reasons already given. 

Mr, Arens. Have you ever traveled abroad ? 

Mrs. Frrepman. I decline to answer, sir, for reasons already given. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever received a United States passport at any 
time? 

Mrs. FrrepMan. I decline to answer that question. 

. Mr. Arens. Are you now, this instant, a member of the Communist 
arty? 

Mrs. Frrepman. I decline to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will conclude 
the staff interrogation of this witness. 

The Cuarrman. Did you ever complain to the State Department 
because of the delay in issuing the passport ? 

Mrs. FrrepMan. I decline to answer the questions, sir. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you now, if you please, a photostatic 
reproduction of a letter dated August 18, 1958, bearing a signature 
Dorothy Friedman, addressed to the director of the Passport Office, 
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Department of State, and ask you if that is a true and correct repro- 
duction of a letter signed by yourself and sent to the director of the 
Passport Office. 

(Document handed. ) 

(The Witness conferred with her counsel. ) 

Mrs. Frrepman. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Jackson. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the letter be incorporated 
in the record. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. Let it be made a part of our records. 

(Document marked “Friedman Exhibit No. 2,” and retained in the 
committee files. ) 

Any question, Mr. Doyle? 

Mr. Doyte. I have no questions. But I am under the impression 
that may be a case where an American citizen is going to South Amer- 
ica, to-wit, Guatemala, as a Communist to stir up Communist Party 
line in Guatemala or other foreign countries—— 

The CHarrman. That would not be an exception. That is the 
case. 

Mr. Dorie. It isa dirty shame if it is true. 

The Cratrman. Any questions, Governor? 

Mr. Tuck. I have none. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Jackson. 

Mr. Jackson. Mr. Counsel, does the evidence in the possession of 
the committee indicate that travel was accomplished to Guatemala? 

Mr. Arens. Yes. Prior to the present application it is the informa- 
tion of this committee staff from confidential sources, and T already 
confronted the witness with this allegation, that in 1954 she was in 
Guatemala in conferences there with known international agents of 
the Communist conspiracy. The 1958 application, however, called 
for travel in England, France, Switzerland or countries of Europe. 

Mr. Jackson. Thank you. 

The CHatrrman. Any questions, Mr. Johansen ? 

Mr. Jonansen. Mr. Counsel, did the visit to Guatemala involve an 
application for a passport? 

Mr. Arens. No, sir. Under the international travel regulations a 
passport for an American citizen is not necessary in that instance. 

The Cuarrman. The witness is excused. 

Mr. Arens. The next witness, if you please, Mr. Chairman, will be 
Mr. Fred P. Muller. 

The CuHarrman. Mr. Muller. will you raise your right hand? 

Do you swear the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, 
the whole truth and nothing but the truth, so help vou God. 

Mr. Mutter. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF FRED PAUL MULLER, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
LEONARD B. BOUDIN 


Mr. Arens. Kindly identify yourself by name, residence, and 
occupation. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
‘ Mr. Mvutrrr. Fred Paul Muller, 22 Hudson Place, Hoboken, New 
Jersey. 

Mr. Arens. Would it be convenient for you to raise your voice? I 
doubt if a single member heard your response. 
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May we start over again ? 


Would you kindly give us your name, residence, and occupation ? 
Mr. Mutuer. Fred ”. Muller, 22 Hudson Place, Hoboken, New 
Jersey. 

M - Arens. Could you get the microphone closer to you? 

Mr. Meier. All right. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Muller, you are appearing today in response to a 
subpena which was served upon you by this committee ? 

Mr. Mutier. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. And you are represented by counsel ? 

Mr. Mutter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, kindly identify yourself. 

Mr. Bouprn. Leonard B. Rendin, 25 Broad Street, New York 4, 
New York. 

Mr. Arens. Where and when were you born, Mr. Muller? 

Mr. Mutter. I decline to answer this and similar, related questions. 

Mr. Arens. You are reading from a prepared statement now? 

Mr. Mvuter. Yes, sir. First, the committee’s lack of jurisdiction 
over the passports of the right to travel. Second, constitutional pro- 
tection given by the Constitution and the courts of this right. 

Third, the lack of pertinency of the question. Fourth, my con- 
stitutional rights under the first, fifth, ninth and tenth 
to the Constitution, and my constitutional privilege under the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Are you acitizen of the United States? 

Mr. Mciser. I decline to answer that question for the reasons 
given, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Wait a minute. What was that question? 

Mr. Arens. I asked him if he was a citizen of the United States 
and he declined to answer and invoked all the reasons he is reading 
from this prepared statement. 

The CratrMan. You are directed to answer that question. 

Mr. Mvutier. I decline to answer for the reasons previously given 
and also because of the vagueness of the resolution establishing the 
committee and the vagueness of the subpena served upon me. Thus 
my rights—— 

The CnarrmMan. May I interrupt you at that point? You say the 
subpena was vague. You are here. You came pursuant to the sub- 
pena. It could not have been vague. 

Mr. Bovprn. Could I explain that, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuatrman. No. The record speaks for itself. THe says the 
subpena was vague, but here he is. So all right. 

Go ahead. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Muller, I display to you a cone omat reproduc- 
tion of a passport application filed with the partment of State. 
Angust 11, 1950, signed “Fred P. Muller.” According to this docu- 
ment the applicant desires to travel to France, Switzerland, Scan- 
dinavia, (possibly Western Germany); and purpose, as a tourist, 

ossibly to study. Kindly look at this passport application which I 
pias just displayed to you and tell this committee whether or not 
that is a true and correct reproduction of an application filed by 
vourself. 

(Document handed.) 
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Mr. Mutter. I decline to answer this question for the reasons al- 
ready given. 

Mr. Arens. According to this passport application, the applicant 
states that he was born in Hamburg, Free City, of Germany, on 
September 9, 1912. Were you born in Hamburg, Germany, on Sep- 
tember 9, 1912? 

Mr. Mcttier. I decline to answer this question for the reason al- 
ready given. 

Mr. Arens. It further says his mother’s name is Emmy Muller. 
Was your mother’s name Emmy Muller? 

Mr. Mutier. I decline to answer this question for the reasons given. 

Mr. Arens. It says height is five feet, nine. Is your height ap- 
proximately five feet, nine ? 

Mr. Mutter. I decline to answer this question for the reasons given. 

Mr. Arens. It says eyes are blue. Are your eyes blue? 

Mr. Mutter. I decline to answer the question for the reasons al- 
ready given. 

Mr. Arens. And it says hair is light brown. Is your hair light 
brown ? 

Mr. Mutter. I decline to answer this question for the reasons al- 
ready given. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you, sir, a photostatic reproduction of an 
application for a renewal of a passport which was filed in Vienna, 
Austria, with the American Vice Consul under date of May 11, 1951. 
Kindly look at this document and tell this committee whether or not 
this signature, “Fred P. Muller,” appearing on line designated “signa- 
ture of applicant” is the signature of yourself, filed by yourself with 
the American consul in Vienna, Austria. 

(Document handed. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

The Cuairman. Mr. Muller, excuse me. Will you answer the 
question ? 

Mr. Mutter. I decline to answer this question for the reasons al- 
ready given. 

(Document marked “Muller Exhibit No. 1,” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

The Cuarrman. The application for a passport that Mr. Arens was 
mopeering to a moment ago contained a picture. Is this a picture of 

ou? 

Mr. Arens. At the chairman’s direction, I am displaying to you 
now the photostatic reproduction of the photograph appearing on 
the above application which I previously showed you which was 
filed with the Department of State August, 1950, and signed by Fred 
P. Muller. Kindly tell this committee while you are under oath 
whether that photograph you are now examining is a true and cor- 
rect reproduction of a photograph of yourself. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Mvtter. I decline to answer this question for the reasons al- 
ready given. 

(Document marked “Muller Exhibit No. 2,” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 
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Mr. Arens. I display to you, sir, if you please, a photostatic re- 
production of an application for a renewal of a passpost secured in 
August 1950 in which the applicant states he wants to go to Latin 
America as a tourist. And it is signed Fred P. Muller. On the docu- 
ment it appears that the renewal fee was received and a renewal 
granted. 

Kindly look at this document and tell this committee whether or 
not that is a true and correct reproduction of a passport renewal ap- 
plication filed by yourself with the Department of State. 

( Document handed. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

(Mr. Johansen left the room.) 

Mr. Mutier. I decline to answer for the reasons already given. 

(Document marked “Muller Exhibit No. 3,” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Was a passport renewal granted to you pursuant to 
this application ¢ 

Mr. Mutuer. I decline to answer for the reasons already given. 

Mr. Arens. Did you travel to Latin America on a passport, a 
United States passport ? 

Mr. Mutter. I decline to answer for the reasons already given. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you, if you please, sir, a photostatic repro- 
duction of another passport application filed on September 17, 1954, 
with the Department of State by Fred P. Muller who asserts that he 
wants to travel to Venezuela, Colombia, Brazil, and Chile on a 
pleasure trip. It also bears a photograph and is signed Fred P. 
Muller. Kindly look at this document and tell this committee whether 
or not this is a true and correct reproduction of the passport appli- 
cation filed by you with the Department of State on that date. 

(Document handed.) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Mutter. I decline to answer this question for the reasons al- 
ready given. 

(Document marked “Muller Exhibit No. 4,” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Did the State Department issue a new passport pursu- 
ant to this application ? 

Mr. Mcuter. I decline to answer for the reasons already given. 

Mr. Arens. Did you travel to Brazil, Chile, Colombia and Vene- 
zuela, pursuant to a passport issued to you by the Department of State 
in response to this solicitation of the passport application ? 

Mr. Mutter. I decline to answer for the reasons already given. | 

Mr. Arens. I display to you still another photostatic reproduction 
of an application for renewal of passport, in which the applicant 
states he wants to go to Italy, Austria, Belgium and France, and Ger- 
many, and the objectives or purposes are pleasure trips, and visiting 
relatives. This document. is filed in September 1956. Kindly look 
at this document, if you please, while I display it to you and tell this 
committee whether or not it is a true and correct reproduction of a 
document filed by you with the Department of State. 

(Document handed. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
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Mr. Mutter. I decline to answer this question for the reason al- 
ready given. 

(Document marked “Muller Exhibit No. 5,” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Arens. Did you travel pursuant to a passport issued to you in 
response to this application which I have just displayed to you? 

Mr. Mutter. I decline to answer for the reasons already given. 

Mr. Arens. What is your occupation ? 

Mr. Mutter. I decline to answer for the reasons given. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you, if you please, a passport application 
filed by you in July 1958, bearing a stamp that a passport was issued 
August 29, 1958 in which the applicant states he wants to go as a 
tourist to Colombia, Venezuela, Brazil, Uruguay, Argentina, and 
Chile; the applicant affixed his signature, according to notation, paid 
the fee and was issued a passport. 

Kindly look at this document while I display it to you and tell this 
committee whether or not this is a true and correct reproduction of a 
passport application filed by yourself with the Department of State 
in 1958. 

(Document handed. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Moutuer. I decline to answer the question for the reasons 
already given. 

(Document marked “Muller Exhibit No. 6,” and retained in coin- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Arens. Do you know a person by the name of Sharon Godsy, 
S-h-a-r-o-n G-o-d-s-y? 

Mr. Mctter. I decline to answer for the reasons already given. 

Mr. Arens. I put it to you as a fact, sir, and ask you to affirm or 
deny the fact, and this is based on confidential information available 
to the security agents of this Government, that in 1956 you were cited 
and commended by the international Communist apparatus together 
with Sharon Godsy for doing “fine international work for the Party.” 
If that is not true, deny it while you are under oath. 

Mr. Mvtuer. I decline to answer that question for the reasons 
already given. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will con- 
clude the staff interrogation of this witness. 

The Cuairman. Any questions, Mr. Doyle? 

Mr. Doyte. No. 

The Cratrman. Governor Tuck? 

Mr. Tuck. I have no questions. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Jackson? 

Mr. Jackson. No questions. 

The Cuatrman. The witness is excused. 

Mr. Bouptn. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrMan. Call your next witness. 

Mr. Arens. Bocho Mircheff. 

The Cuatrman. Will you raise your right hand, please? 

Do you swear the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 
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TESTIMONY OF BOCHO MIRCHEFF, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
JOSEPH FORER 


Mr. Arens. Kindly identify yourself by name, residence and oc- 
cupation. 

Mr. Mircuerr. My name is Bocho Mircheff. I live at 17375 Or- 
leans, Detroit, Michigan. 

Mr. Arens. And your occupation ? 

Mr. Mircuerr. I decline to answer the question, the following rea- 
sons: First, I think that this committee is calling me only to harass 
me. You have no right to do that. You already called me once in 
Chicago. 

Second, I think that this committee is unconstitutional. 

And third, I claim my privilege under the fifth amendment of the 
Constitution not be witness against myself. 

Mr. Arens. Do you honestly apprehend, sir, if you told this com- 
mittee while you are under oath wm 2 your occupation is you would be 
supplying information that might be used against you in a criminal 
proceeding ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Mircuerrr. It is possible. 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today in response to a subpena 
served upon you by this committee / 

Mr. Mircuerr. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. And you are represented by counsel ? 

Mr. Mircuerr. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, kindly identify yourself. 

Mr. Forer. Joseph Forer, 711 14th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I think I might announce for the record 
that we are taking this witness at this time in order to accommodate 
him because we have been advised by his counsel he plans on leaving 
the country tomorrow on a passport. 

The Cuamman. With a passport? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Allright. 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Mircheff, when and where were you born ? 

Mr. Mircuerr. I was born in Bulgaria. 

Mr. Arens. When? 

Mr. Mircuerr. 1898. 

Mr. Arens. And when did you come to the United States for per- 
manent residence ? 

Mr. Mircuerr. 1918. 

Mr. Arens. Are you a citizen of the United States? 

Mr. Mircuerr. Iam. 

Mr. Arens Are youa naturalized citizen ? 

Mr. Mircuerr. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Where and when were you naturalized ? 

Mr. Mircuerr. Detroit, 1938. 

Mr. Arens. Please give us the principal occupations you have had 
since you arrived in the United States. 

Mr. Mircuerr. I decline to answer this question for the reasons al- 
ready given. 
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Mr. Arens. Is there any occupation in which you have been engaged 
since you arrived in the United States concerning which you can tell 
this committee without disclosing information which might be used 
against you in a criminal proceeding ? 

Mr. Mircuerr. I decline to answer for the same reasons already 
given. 

Mr. Arens. Have you traveled abroad since your arrival in the 
United States? 

Mr. Mircuerr, I have. 

Mr. Arens. And when did you travel abroad, just the years, please / 

Mr. Mircuerr. 1946. 

Mr. Arens. I display to vou, if you please, sir, a photostatic repro- 
duction of a passport application filed in 1946 by a person who identi- 
fies himself as Bocho Mircheff, of whom a photograph appears, with 
the Department of State for the purpose of going to Yugoslavia. [ 
ask you to kindly examine this document and tell this committee 
whether or not this is a true and correct reproduction of the passport 
application filed by you. 

(Document handed.) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Mircuerr. I refuse to answer for the same reasons given, 

(Document marked “Mircheff Exhibit No. 1,” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Now, according to this passport application you were 
going to go, so you told the State Department, to attend the All-Slav 
Congress in Belgrade as a delegate. Did you attend the All-Slav 
Congress in Belgrade as a delegate ? 

Mr. Mircuerr. I refuse to answer, the same reasons given before. 

Mr. Arens. Was a passport issued to you in 1946 pursuant to this 
application ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Mircuerr. Refuse to answer, same reasons given before. 

Mr. Arens. Did you in 1946 travel abroad ? 

Mr. Mircuerr. Yes, I have. 

Mr. Arens. Where did you go? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Mircuerr. I visited Yugoslavia and Bulgaria. 

Mr. Arens. And who paid your expenses ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. MircuerF. I refuse to answer for the reasons given before. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you a photostatic reproduction of a cer- 
tification by the president and secretary of the Bulgarian-American 
People’s League, Detroit, Mich., certifying that Mr. Bocho Mircheff 
is an elected delegate to the All-Slav Congress in Belgrade, Yugo- 
slavia, to represent the Bulgarian-American People’s Gna 

Kindly look at this document and tell this committee whether or 
not that is a true and correct reproduction of the official certification 
that you were a delegate to the All-Slav Congress in Belgrade, repre- 
senting the Bulgarian-American People’s League. 

Document handed.) 

The witness conferred with his counsel. 

Mr. Mircuerr. I refuse to answer for the reasons already given. 

(Document marked “Mircheff Exhibit No. 2,” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 
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Mr. Arens. While you were in Bulgaria were you decorated in 1946 
by the Bulgarian People’s Government ? 

(‘The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Mircuerr. I refuse to answer for the reasons already given. 

Mr. Arens. I put it to you as a fact, sir, and ask you to affirm or 
deny the fact that while you were in Bulgaria in 1946 you were dec- 
orated officially by the People’s Republic of Bulgaria for work as a 
publicist in the United States for the cause of the “New” Bulgaria. 
If that is not true, please deny it while you are under oath, 

Mr, Mircuerr. I refuse to answer for the reasons already given. 

Mr. Arens. Do you presently have any trade or commercial con- 
nections with the Bulgarian government ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Mircuerr. No. 

Mr. Jackson. Have you had any trade or commercial relation- 
ships with the Bulgarian government at any time? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) : 

Mr, Mircwierr, 1 vefuse to answer for the reasons given before. 

Mr. Arens. Excuse me. Are you through ? 

What is Narodna Volya? 

Mr. Mircuerr. T refuse to answer for the same reasons. : 

Mr, Arens, Narodna Volya is a foreign language Communist con- 
trolled publication, is it not? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Mircuerr. Not as far as I know. 

Mr. Arens. Are you the business manager of the Narodna Volya? 

Mr. Mircuerr. I refuse to answer for the reasons given before. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you now, please, sir, the masthead state- 
ment of the ownership, management and the like of Narodna Volya 
in 1948, required by our postal laws, listing the business manager 
Bocho Mircheff, 5233 Russell Street, Detroit, Michigan. 

Kindly look at this document as I display it to you and tell this 
committee whether or not that is a true and correct reproduction of 
your title at that time. 

(Document handed.) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) ; 

Mr. Mircuerr. I refuse to answer for the same reasons given 
before. 

(Document marked “Mircheff Exhibit No. 3,’, and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Arens. I display to you, if you please, a copy of a leaflet is- 
sued in June 1954, by the Bulgarian-American Committee for Pro- 
tection of Foreign Born entitled “Mircheff Tells Them Off.” The 
leaflet issued by this organization describes Bocho Mircheff, as busi- 
ness manager of Narodna Volya and what he did to tell off the Immi- 
gration and Naturalization Service some few years ago. 

Kindly look at this document, first of all and tell this committee 
whether or not you are the Bocho Mircheff described in the document 
who told off the Immigration and Naturalization Service. 

Mr. Mircuerr. Refuse to answer for the same reasons. 

(Document marked “Mircheff Exhibit No. 4,”, and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been the subject of a denaturalization 
proceeding or a deportation proceeding ? 
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(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Mircuerr. No, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Have you been on the executive board of The Slavic 
American, a quarterly ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Mrrcuerr. Refuse to answer for the same reasons given. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you now a photostatic reproduction of the 
advertisement of best wishes and success to The Slavic American 
from the National Committee, Bulgarian-American People’s League, 
which designates Bocho Mirchetf as one of five members of its execu- 
tive board. Kindly look at this document and tell this committee 
whether or not that is a true and correct designation of yourself. 

(Document handed.) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Mircuerr. Refuse to answer, the same grounds, same reasons. 

(Document marked “Mircheff Exhibit No. 5,”, and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Arens. Sir, did you in June 1958, file an application with the 
Department of State for a United States passport to travel abroad / 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Mircuerr. Yes, sir, I did. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you a photostatic reproduction of a pass- 

ort application filed with the Department of State signed by Bocho 
Mircheff in which the applicant is requesting a passport for the pur- 
pose of visiting Brussels, Belgium, Switzerland, and Denmark. Peck 
you if this is a true and correct reproduction of the passport applica- 
tion filed by you with the Department of State. 

(Document handed. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

(Representative Johansen returned to the room. ) 

ori Arens. This is the application, reproduction of the applica- 
tion ? 

Mr. Mircuerr. Yes, this is the application. 

(Document marked “Mircheff Exhibit No. 6,” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Arens. In this application three questions appear which are 
unanswered. (1) Are you now a member of the Communist Party / 
(2) Have you ever been a member of the Communist Party? (3) 
If ever a member state the period of membership. You did not an- 
swer the questions. 

Mr. Mircuerr. According to the decision of the Supreme Court I 
was not supposed to answer this question. 

Mr. Arens. As of the instant you affixed your signature to this 
application for a United States passport to travel abroad were you 
a member of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Mircuerr. Refuse to answer this question on the same ground, 
same reason. 
= Mr. ne Are you now, this instant, a member of the Communist 

arty 

_Mr. Mircuerr. I refuse to answer this question for the same reason 
given. 

Mr. Arens. When does your boat depart from the United States?! 

Mr. Mircuerr. I beg pardon? 
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Mr. Arens. When does your boat, your vessel, depart from the 
United States ? 

Mr. Mircuerr. Now? This year? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, when are you planning on getting on the boat to 
leave ¢ 

Mr. Mircuerr. April 9. 

Mr. Arens. That has already passed. 

Mr. Mircnerr. Well, thanks to the intervening of the committee 
here. 

Mr. Arens. When is your new arrangement to leave ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Mircnerr. Tomorrow, yes. 

Mr. Arens. You leave tomorrow ¢ 

Mr. Mircuerr. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. On what vessel do you depart ? 

( The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Mircnerr. I am going by plane, by air. 

Mr. Arens. Where are you going, please ¢ 

Mr. Mircnerr. I am going to Bulgaria this time. 

( Representative Jackson left the hearing room. ) 

Mr. Arens. Who is going to pay your expenses? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Mircnerr. I refuse to answer this question for the same 
reasons. 

Mr. Arens. Will your expenses be paid by persons known by you 
to be members of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Mircuerr. Refuse to answer, the same reasons. 

Mr. Arens. Is your mission abroad a mission under the direction of 
the Communist Party ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Mircnerr. No. 

Mr. Arens. Do you expect to engage in Communist Party activities 
in Bulgaria? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Mircuerr. No, sir. 

Mr. Arens. I have already asked you, have I not, are you now, this 
instant, a member of the Communist Party ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Mircuerr. I already answered this question. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will con- 
clude the staff interrogation of this witness. 

Mr. Dore. I have no questions. 

Mr. Tuck. No questions. 

Mr. Jonansen. No questions. 

The CHarrman. I suppose you were here when Mr. Boudin re- 
quested, and his request was granted, that two witnesses be excused 
for various reasons. You have tried to create the impression that 
you missed your ship because you were subpenaed to appear before 
thiscommittee. Did you request a continuance ? 

Mr. Mircuerr. Did I request what? 

The Cuatrrman. A postponement. 
Mr. Mircuerr. Yes, I did. 

The Cuatrman. What happened ? 
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Mr. Arens. He requested that his appearance here be postponed 
until he got back. 

Mr. Forer. Or moved up. 

Mr. Arens. Or moved up. Of course the committee could not move 
it up because the date of the hearings had been set. 

(Witness excused.) 

The Cuatman,. Call your next witness, Mr. Arens. 

Mr. Arens. The next witness, if you please, Mr. Chairman, will be 
Leonore Haimowitz. 

The Cuairman. Will you raise your right hand, please? 

Do you swear the testimony you are about to give shall be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God # 

Mr. Harmowrrz. I have a question to ask. 

Mr. Arens. Beg pardon ¢ 

Mr. Harmowrrz. I have a question to ask the committee first. 

Mr. Arens. Would you raise your voice a little. I cannot hear 
you. 

Mr. Harmowirz. I say we have a question to ask the committee 
first. 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harmowirz. We don’t have counsel. I am Mr. Haimowitz, 
husband of Mrs. Haimowitz, and I would like to represent her. 

The Cuatran. Sit down, Mr. Haimowitz. Sit down, if your 
wife needs help. 


TESTIMONY OF LEONORE HAIMOWITZ, ACCOMPANIED BY HER 
HUSBAND, ELY HAIMOWITZ 


Mr. Arens. Kindly identify yourself by name, residence, and 
occupation. 

(The witness conferred with her husband.) 

Mrs. Harmowrrz. Leonore Haimowitz, 535 West Eighth Street, 
Plainfield, New Jersey, secretary. 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today in response to a subpena 
which was served upon you by the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities 

Mrs. Haimowrrz. Correct. 

Mr. Arens And I understand from what the gentleman appearing 
with you said that he is your husband ¢ 

You are a lawyer, sir? 

Mr. Harmowrrz. No, sir, I am not. I am a concert pianist. 

Mr. Arens. Ma’am, you understand you have the privilege, and 
have had the privilege right along, if you desire, to be represented by 
counsel in this proceeding ? 

Mrs. Harmowirz. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Would your husband care to identify himself on the 
record so as to reflect his presence ? 

Mr. Harmowirz. I am Ely Haimowitz, her husband. 

Mr. Arens. Would you spell that for the reporter? 

Mr. Harmowrrz. E-l-y H-a-i-m-o-w-i-t-z. 

Mr. Arens. Mrs. Haimowitz, have you ever used any name other 
than the name Leonore Haimowitz ? 

Mrs. Harmowrrz. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. What other name have you used ? 


er 


PASSPORT SECURITY 799 


Mrs. Harmowrrz. Leonore Kantor, my maiden name, K-a-n-t-o-r. 
Mr. Arens. Have you ever been issued a United States passport ? 
(The witness conferred with her husband.) 

Mrs. Harmowrrz. I decline to answer that question because of the 
privilege of the Bill of Rights, fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Where were you born ? 

Mrs. Harmowrrz. Plainfield, New Jersey. 

Mr. Arens. Give us a word, please, about your formal education. 

Mrs. Hatrmowrrz. Plainfield High School, ’°38, New York Univer- 
sity, "42. 

Mr. Arrns. What was the nature of the degree you received from 
New York University? What type of training did you receive there? 

Mrs. Harmowirz. BA. 

Mr. Arens. Then give us, if you please, just the principal oceupa- 
tions you had after you completed your formal education at New 
York University. 

(The witness conferred with her husband.) 

Mrs. Harmowrrz. Are you referring to how I used my formal edu- 
cation ¢ 

Mr. Arens. I am just asking you what your jobs were, the principal 
employment you 

Mrs. Harmowrrz. Yes. I worked as a lab technician in local labora- 
tory. 

Mr. Arens. How long did that employment last, please? 

Mrs. Harmowrrz. Well, there were different labs over a period of 3 
years, 

’ Mr. Arens. Then your next general employment, please. 

Mrs. Harmowrrz. Then I worked for my father, starting in 19—— 

Mr. Arens. Just the approximate time. 

Mrs. Harmowrirz. From °46 on. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever traveled abroad? 

(The witness conferred with her husband.) 

The Cuamrman. Under the rules of the committee, witnesses are 
entitled to counsel for the purpose of advising them when their con- 
stitutional rights may or may not be affected. That rule, of course, 
is not broad enough to extend to a husband prompting his wife and 
quite obviously telling her what to say. We are going to have to 
enforce the rule with respect to advice by counsel. 

Go ahead, Mr. Arens. 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. There is a question outstanding, Me. Uhair- 
man, Have you ever traveled abroad? 

Mrs. Harmowr1rz. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been to Mexico? 

Mrs. Harmowrrz. I decline to answer on reasons previously given. 

The Cuarrman. When you decline to answer I assume that you are 
declining on the basis of the fifth amendment to the Constitution. 

Mrs. Harmowrrz. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman, All right. 

Mr. Arens. I would like to display to you now, please, a photostatic 
reproduction of a passport application filed with the Department of 
State, according to the application, by Leonore Kantor, who requests 
a United States passport in 1949 to go to France, Switzerland, Italy, 
Israel for sightseeing and pleasure. 
39742—59—pt. 25 
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Kindly look at that document and tell this committee whether or 
not that is a true and correct reproduction of the passport applica- 
tion filed by yourself with the Department of State. 

(Document handed. ) 

(The witness conferred with her husband. ) 

Mrs. Harmowrrz. I decline to answer for the reasons already given. 

(Document marked “Haimowitz Exhibit No. 1” and retained in 
committee files. ) 

Mr. Arens. Wasa passport issued to you in 1949? 

Mrs. Harmowrrz. I decline to answer for the reasons already given. 

Mr. Arens. Excuse me just a moment. I put it to you as a fact, 
and ask you to affirm.or deny the fact, that in 1954 you, as a then mem- 
ber of the Communist Party, were in consultation in Mexico with a 
lady by the name of Evelyn Clifton, who is likewise a member of the 
Communist Party residing in Mexico. If that is not a fact, please 
deny it while you are under oath. 

Mrs. Harmowrrz. I refuse to answer for the reasons already given. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know a man by the name of Mario Padilla, 
M-a-r-i-o P-a-d-i-l-l-a? 

Mrs. Harmowrrz. I refuse to answer for the reasons already given. 

Mr. Arens. He is head of the Mexican-Russian Cultural Institute, 
is he not ? 

Mrs. Harmowrrz. I refuse to answer for reasons already given. 

Mr. Arens. Were you in conference in Mexico with Mario Padilla?’ 

- Mrs. Harmowrrz. I refuse to answer for reasons already given. 

Mr. Arens. I put it to you as a fact that you were in 1954 in con- 
ference in Mexico with Mario Padilla. Would you kindly affirm or 
deny it while you are under oath ? 

Mrs. Harmowtrz. I refuse to answer for the reasons already given. 

Mr. Arens. Who is Walter I-]-]-s-]-e-y ? 

Mrs. Harmowrrz. I refuse to answer for the reasons already given. 

Mr. Arens. Walter Illsley is the representative of the Red Chinese 
Government in certain activities in Mexico, is he not ? 

Mrs. Harmowrrz. I refuse to answer for the reasons already given. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know Walter Illsley ? 

Mrs. Harmowrrz. I refuse to answer to the reasons already given. 

Mr. Arens. I put it to you as a fact that you were in session with 
Walter Illsley in Mexico in 1954. Kindly affirm or deny that allega- 
tion. 

Mrs, Harmowrrz. I refuse to answer for the reasons already given. 

Mr. Arens. Were you in 1948 one of the leaders of the Labor Youth 
League in New Jersey ? 

Mrs. Harmowrrz. I refuse to answer for the reasons already given. 
r. Mr. Anus. Are you now, this instant, a member of the Communist 

arty 

Mrs. Harmowrrz. I decline to answer for the reasons stated. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you now a passport application filed with 
the Department of State in July 1958, in which the applicant states 
that she wishes to go to Spain, England, France, Italy, Holland, 
Belgium, West Germany, Switzerland, and Austria and to which the 
applicant affixes her signature, “Leonore Haimowitz,” and identifies 
herself as a resident of Plainfield, New Jersey. 

Kindly look at this reproduction of the application and tell this 
committee whether or not this is a true and correct reproduction of an 
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application filed by yourself with the Department of State for a 
U.S. passport in 1958. 

( Document handed.) 

(The witness conferred with her husband.) 

Mrs. Harmowrrz. I decline to answer the question for reasons al- 
ready given. ie 

(Document marked “Haimowitz Exhibit No. 2” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Arens. Now, I put it to you as a fact that a few years prior to 
the time that you solicited your passport from the U.S. Government to 
travel abroad in 1958, you were in Puerto Rico working with the 
Puerto Rico Communist Party in its reorganizational activities. 
If that is not true, please deny it while you are under oath. 

Mrs. Harmowirz. I decline answering for reasons already expressed. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been to Puerto Rico? 

Mrs. Harmowrrz. I decline answering for the reasons already ex- 

pressed. 
Mr. Arens. Was a passport issued pursuant to the application 
which I have just displayed to you ? 

Mrs. Harmowrrz. I decline to answer for the reasons already ex- 
plained. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have presently in your custody a U.S. passport? 

Mrs. Harmowrrz. I decline to answer. 

The Cramrman. Has she a passport in her custody ? 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. According to the application a passport was 
issued September 10, 1958. 

Have you since the date which I have just mentioned, September 
10, 1958, traveled abroad ? 

Mrs. Harmowrrz. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have present plans or present intentions to 
travel abroad ? 

Mrs. Harmowrrz. I decline to answer for the reasons already given. 

Mrs. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will con- 
clude the staff interrogation of this witness. 

The Cuarrman. Any questions / 

Mr. Doyrx. I have no questions, Mr. Chairman, but I could not help 
but note the readiness and promptness with which the witness has 
declined to answer every question since the chairman called her hus- 
band’s attention to the fact that it is contrary to our rules to allow 
anyone to put words in the witness’ mouth. 

The CnarrMan. This witness did not need any help. 

Mr. Doytr. I think that was very evident, that she did not need it. 

The Cuarrman. The committee stands in recess until 10 o’clock 
tomorrow morning. 

(Whereupon at 11:45 a.m., Thursday, April 23, the committee 
recessed to reconvene at 10 a.m., Friday, April 24, 1959.) 
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FRIDAY, APRIL 24, 1959 


Unirep States House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE 
Comitrer ON Un-American AcrIvITIEs, 
Washington, D.C. 
PUBLIC HEARINGS 


The subcommittee of the Committee on Un-American Activities 
met, pursuant to recess, at 10:05 a.m., in the Caucus Room, Old House 
Office Building, the Honorable Francis E. Walter (committee chair- 
man) presiding. 

Subcommittee members: Representatives Francis E. Walter, Penn- 
sylvania; Morgan M. Moulder, Missouri; Clyde Doyle, California; 
Dorald L. Jackson, California; and Gordon H. Scherer, Ohio. 

Committee member also present: Representative August FE. Johan- 
sen, Michigan. 

Staff members present: Richard Arens, staff director, and Donald 
T. Appell, investigator. 

The Cuarrman. The committee will be in order. 

(Members present: Representatives Walter, Doyle, Jackson, and 
Johansen.) 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Arens, will you call your first witness ? 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, may I have your indulgence for just a 
moment to request an order by yourself continuing the subpena and 
the appearance pursuant to the subpena of Mr. Martin Popper, Mr. 
Victor en, and Miss Elizabeth Millard until Friday May 1, at 
10 a.m. 

The Cuatrman. All right. The subpenas are ordered to be con- 
tinued and the witnesses will be notified of the date. 

. ee The first witness, if you please, will be Mr. Stanley 
vowak, 

Kindly come forward. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Nowak, will you raise your right hand please? 
Do you swear the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Nowak. I do. 

The Cuarrman. Sit down. 


TESTIMONY OF STANLEY (STANISLAW) NOWAK, ACCOMPANIED 
BY COUNSEL, JOSEPH FORER 


Mr. Arens. Please identify yourself by name, residence, and occu- 
pation. 
Mr. Nowak. — name is Stanley Nowak. I live at 2634 Glendale 
i 


Street, Detroit, Michigan. Journalism is my occupation. 
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Mr. Arens. You are appearing today in response to a subpena that 
was served upon you by the House Committee on Un-American Ac- 
tivities 

Mr. Nowak. I do. 

Mr. Arens. You are represented by counsel ? 


Mr. Nowak. Iam. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, would you please identify yourself? 

Mr. Forer. Gladly. Joseph Forer, 711-14th Street NW., Wash- 
ington, D.C. 

(Representative Jackson left the room.) 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Nowak, where are you employed ¢ 

Mr. Nowak. I have to decline to answer that question and may I 
state at this moment the reason why I respectfully decline to answer 
the question 

Mr. Doyie. Will the witness speak up just a little bit, please? 

Mr. Nowak. Yes. I certainly will. 

I said that T have to respectfully decline to answer this question, 
and I would like to state the reasons why. 

First, I consider this to be sort of a persecution on the part of this 
committee, persecution of myself. This committee has called me twice 
before. This is my third time in appearing here. 

The CuarrMan. May interrupt you there 

We never called you about this passport phase of our inquiry at 
all. We have never talked to you about that. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

The Crarrman. What did you say, Mr. Forer? 

Mr. Forer. What 

The Cuamman. I thought you said something. 

Mr. Forer. I was just wondering whether that meant the com- 
mittee would refrain from asking the questions that they asked on 
the two prior occasions. 

The Cramman. Go ahead, Mr. Nowak. 

Mr. Nowak. Yes. Second reason that I decline to answer the ques- 
tion is because I consider that this committee is violating the first 
amendment by questioning people on their political opinions, and like 
myself, a newspaper man, I have a right to speak and write and I 
don’t think it is the prerogative of this committee to constantly ques- 
tion me about it. 

The Cuatrman. By political opinions, you mean membership in 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Nowak. No. I mean political opinions in a general, broad 
sense. This is understood. 

Further, I also want to claim at this time the privilege of the fifth 
amendment. 

These are the basic reasons why I respectfully decline to answer this 
question. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, it is not, of course, the objective of the 
staff to interrogate Mr. Nowak with respect to matters on which he 
has been heretofore interrogated. 

I just want to ask you, Mr. Nowak, are you a citizen of the United 
States? 

Mr. Nowak. Iam. 

Mr. Arens. Are you a citizen by naturalization ? 
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Mr. Nowak. By naturalization. 

Mr. Arens. Tell us first of all where you were born ? 

Mr. Nowak. | was born in Poland in 1903, : 

Mr. Arens. When did you come to the United States for permanent 
residence ¢ 

Mr. Nowak. In 1915. 

Mr. Arens. And where and when were you naturalized ? 

Mr. Nowak. In the City of Detroit in 1938, 

Mr. Arens. And were you the subject of a denaturalization proceed- 
ing brought by the Immigration and Naturalization Service ? 

Mr. Nowak. I was, 

Mr. Arens. And was your case the subject of a pronouncement by 
the Supreme Court of the United States under date of May 26, 1958? 

Mr. Nowak, That is a matter of public record. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, for our record now I should like, if you 
please, to read a pertinent excerpt from the record, the opinion of 
the Supreme Court of the United States on May 26, 1958 insofar as 
it bears upon the issue that is presently before this committee. 

‘ bi is from the majority opinion in the United States v. Stanislaw 
owak. 

Mr. Forer. The other way around. 

Mr. Arens. Nowak v. the United States. “We believe that the 
Government has adequately proved that Nowak was a member of the 
Party”—I say in parenthesis the Communist Party because the pre- 
ceding sentences talk about the Communist Party—‘during the per- 
tinent five-year period.” 

The CuarrMan. You do not mean to tell me the Supreme Court 
made that finding ? 

Mr. Arens. The Supreme Court made that finding, but the Supreme 
Court then made the asa that as a prerequisite to his denaturaliza- 
tion it must not only be established that Mr. Nowak was a member of 
the Communist Party, but that the Communist Party advocated the 
overthrow of the Government of the United States by force and vio- 
lence and that somehow or other the Government would prove that Mr. 
Nowak within his own mind knew that the Communist Party advo- 
cated the overthrow of the Government of the United States by force 
and violence. 

The Cuarrman. Of course, what the basic law provided as ground 
for denaturalization and exclusion and deportation was membership 
in the Communist Party. . 

Mr. Arens. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Nowak. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Forer. This is denaturalization, not a deportation case. No 
statute says denaturalization of somebody for membership in the 
Communist Party. 

The Cuatrman. Yes. 


Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Nowak, after the decision of the Supreme 
Court on May 26, 1958 in which the Court made the announcement 
that the Government had, to its satisfaction, proved that you had been 
a member of the Communist Party, did you make application for a 
United States passport ? 

Mr. Nowak. Yes, I did. 
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Mr. Arens. I display to you now, if you please, sir, a photostatic 
reproduction of a passport application signed by Stanislaw Nowak 
and ask you if this is a true and correct reproduction of the passport 
application filed by yourself. 

Document was handed to the witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Nowak. Yes, I think this seems to be an accurate reproduction 
of the application. 

Mr. Arens. And the date of this application was in July of 1958, 
was it not? 

Mr. Nowak. I believe so. 

(Document marked “Nowak Exhibit No. 1” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Arens. Was the application which you submitted accompanied 
by a letter from the publisher of Glos Ludowy, People’s Voice, the 
Polish weekly of Detroit ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Nowak. I decline to—respectfully decline to answer the ques- 
tion on the same grounds that I stated here before. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you now a photostatie reproduction of a 
letter dated July 22, 1958 addressed to the director of the passport 
office from the publisher of Glos Ludowy in which the publisher states 
that Glos Ludowy is sponsoring your trip to Poland for the purpose 
of reporting on events there. Kindly look at that letter and tell us 
whether or not to your certain knowledge the facts recited in that 
letter are true and correct. 

(Document was handed to the witness.) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Nowak. Mr. Chairman, I decline to answer the question. I 
will state the reasons why I decline to answer the questions because I 
don’t think it is the prerogative of this committee to investigate me as 
a journalist or whatever. 

(Document marked “Nowak Exhibit No. 2” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

The CHarrmMan. We are not investigating you as a journalist or any- 
thing else. We are investigating the question of whether or not our 
passport laws ought to be changed or there ought to be legislation. 

Mr. Nowak. Are you asking me whether my trip to Poland was 
sponsored by Glos Ludowy—the relationship between the passport 
and legislation ? 

The CuarrmMan. You are directed to answer the question, who spon- 
sored your trip? 

Mr. Nowak. Pardon me. 

The Crarrman. You are directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Nowak. Well, I stated before that I respectfully decline to an- 
swer the question on the grounds I stated at the opening here. 

The Cuarrman. Do you honestly believe that if you answered the 
question as to who sponsored your trip you might be subjected to a 
criminal prosecution ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Nowak. That is possible. 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Nowak—— 
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Mr. Forrr. Just a minute. 
(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Nowak. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Nowak, in the application form which you have 
identified are three questions: “Are you now a member of the Com- 
munist Party? Have you ever been a member of the Communist 
Party? If ever a member, state period of membership.” You 
will observe that in the application form which you submitted to 
the Department of State those three questions are not answered. 

Mr. Nowak. That isright. 

Mr. Arens. Were you at the instant that you affixed your signa- 
ture to the application form a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Nowax. I decline to answer the question on the grounds that 
T stated before. 

Mr. Arens. Why did you not fill out the three questions, answer the 
three questions which were posed in the application form ? 

Mr. Nowak. Because it was not necessary according to the deci- 
sion of the Supreme Court. 

The Cuamman. That is interesting to note, how everybody jumped 
on that decision as a reason for not answering questions. Very in- 
teresting to me. 

Mr. Arens. Now, sir, was a passport issued pursuant to this ap- 
plication? 

Mr. Nowak. It was. 

Mr. Arens. Did you take a trip? 

Mr. Nowak. I did. 

Mr. Arens. On the passport? 

Mr. Nowak. I did. 

Mr. Arens. Where did you go and when? 

Mr. Nowak. I went to Poland. 

Mr. Arens. When, please, sir? 

Mr. Nowak. I think it was in September that I left. I don’t re- 
collect the exact date. It was in September, and I was in Poland 
until the end of December. 

Mr. Arens. Who paid your expenses? 

Mr. Nowak. I decline to answer that question on the grounds that I 
stated before. 

Mr. Arens. How long were you in Poland? 

Mr. Nowak. About two months. 

Mr. Arens. With whom did you confer when you were in Poland? 

Mr. Nowak. With many people. I traveled through the country. I 
went, into the shops, talked with the workers; I traveled to the farm 
communities, talked with the farmers. I talked with hundreds of 
people. 

Mr. Arens. You told us earlier that you were a journalist. 

Mr. Nowak. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Did you write articles when you were in Poland 
respecting the people, events, circumstances which you beheld there? 

Mr. Nowak. I did. ; 

Mr. Arens. And in what publication were those articles printed? _ 

Mr. Nowak. I decline to answer that question. I don’t think it 
is any business of this committee in what paper my articles are pub- 
lished. 
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Mr. Arens. Were those articles published in Poland or were they 
published in the United States? 

Mr. Nowak. They were published in the United States. 

Mr. Arens. Were they published in the English language or pub- 
lished in the Polish language ? 

Mr. Nowak. Published in the Polish language. 

Mr. Arens. Did you consult and confer with members of the Polish 
Government while you were in Poland ? 

Mr. Nowak. First of all, what do you mean by “Polish Govern- 
ment”? Certainly when I spoke to a mayor in the city—I presume 
you mean that is a member of the government. Or if I talked to a 
member of a council of some small town or village, I presume you 
— classify that as a member of the government. In that sense 

id. 

Mr. Arens. Who was your host in Poland? 

Mr. Nowak. Nobody. 

Mr. Arens. Or who were your hosts ? 

Mr. Nowak. Nobody was my host. I lived in the hotel. I traveled 
extensively. I talked to many people. I talked to whoever I wanted 
to talk to in order to acquire information about conditions in the 
country. 

Mr. Arens. In what section of the United States is the publication 
issued in which your articles about Poland appeared? 

Mr. Nowak. I see no reason for that question. You probably know 
it. 

The Cuatrman. We would like to look at your articles. 

Mr. Nowak. Mr. Chairman, I am quite confident that you have 
them by now. 

. The Cuarrman. Yes, I suppose we have. If we have not, the FBI 
as. 

Mr. Nowak. I am sure they do. That is why I see no reason for 
the question. I am sure you have these articles, probably translated, 
and you know everything I have written, and I have no apology to 
make for it either. 

Mr. Arens. Were your articles dispatched by you from Poland to 
the United States or did you prepare them after you returned ? 

Mr. Nowak. Some of them were from Poland dispatched by mail 
and others were written after my return. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I feel we have covered the two or three 
points that we expected to develop with this witness. 

The Cratrman. Any questions? 

Mr. Dorie. No questions. 

Mr. JoHAnsen. No questions. 

The CuatrmMan. The witness is excused from further attendance 
on this subpena. 

Mr. Nowak. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Arthur David Kahn, please come forward. 

The Cuamman. Will you raise your right hand, please, Mr. Kahn? 
Do you swear the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Kann. Ido, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Sit down. 
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TESTIMONY OF ARTHUR DAVID KAHN 


er Arens. Kindly identify yourself by name, residence, and oc- 
cupation. 

Mr. Kaun. Iam Arthur David Kahn of 138 Remsen Street, Brook- 
lyn, New York. I respectfully decline to answer the third question 
on the basis of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Kahn, you are appearing today in response to a 
subpena which was served upon you by the House Committee on 
Un-American Activities? 

Mr. Katy. I respectfully decline to answer on the basis of the 
fifth amendment. 

The CyatrMan, Just a moment. Do you seriously contend that 
if you did not refuse to answer the question whether or not you are 
here pursuant to the subpena, you might be prosecuted criminally ? 

Mr. Kann, I reecnettalty decline to answer on the basis of the fifth 
amendment, sir. 

Mr. Arens. You are not represented by counsel ? 

Mr. Kaun. I respectfully decline to answer. 

Mr, Arens. You know, of course, you have the privilege of counsel, 
if you desire counsel. 

Mr. Kaun. I respectfully decline to answer on the basis of the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Kahn, where and when were you born ? 

Mr. Kann. I respectfully decline to answer on the basis of the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Do you honestly apprehend, sir, if you told this com- 
mittee while you are under oath where and when you were born you 
would be supplying information which might be used against you in 
a criminal proceeding ? 

Mr. Kany. I respectfully decline to answer on the basis of the 
fifth amendment. 

The CuarrMan. You are directed to answer the question, Mr. Kahn. 

Mr. Kaun. I respectfully decline to answer the question on the basis 
of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Kahn, how long have you been employed at your 
present place of employment ? 

Mr. Kaun. I respectfully decline to answer on the basis of the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been employed by the U.S. Government ? 

Mr. Kaun. I respectfully decline to answer on the basis of the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Arens. I put it to you as a fact, sir, and ask you to affirm or 
deny the fact that during the last great war you were in an intelligence 
agency of the Government of the United States, you were in OSS. 
Would you kindly affirm or deny that allegation ? 

Mr. Kann. I respectfully decline to answer on the basis of the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Kahn, have you ever traveled abroad? 

Mr. Kaun. I respectfully decline to answer on the basis of the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Arens. I should like to display to you, if you please, sir, photo- 
static copies of certain documents. First is an application for a pass- 
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port dated May 1, 1944, signed by Arthur D. Kahn who gives his 
occupation as an employee of the U.S. Government and who 
accompanies this application with his EN ae and who states that 
he wants to go to the British Isles. Kindly examine that document 
which I have just displayed to you and tell this committee whether 
or not that is a true and correct reproduction of a document filed by 
yourself with the Department of State. 

(Document was handed to the witness.) 

Mr. Kann. I respectfully decline to answer on the basis of the fifth 
amendment. 

(Document marked “Kahn Exhibit No. 1” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Jonansen. Mr. Chairman, I think the record should show that 
the witness did not inspect the document as requested. 

The Cuamman. I do not know that that is material. The record 
is very clear on what he is doing, his attitude. 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Kahn, according to the document which I 
displayed to you a moment ago, a passport was issued to you by the 
United States Government on June 13, 1944, is that correct? 

Mr. Kaun. I respectfully decline to answer on the basis of the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you now a photostatie reproduction of an 
application by Arthur David Kahn, application for a renewal of 
this passport filed in Berlin, Germany, on which the document states 
that the applicant is employed with the Office of Director of Informa- 
tion Control, OMGUS in Berlin. Kindly examine this document as I 
now display it to you and tell this committee whether or not you filed 
that application. 

(Document was handed to the witness.) 

Mr. Kaun. I respectfully decline to answer on the basis of the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Arens. This document is dated 1946. 

(Document marked “Kahn Exhibit No. 2” and retained in commit- 
tee files.) 

Now, Mr. Kahn, I display to you a photostatie reproduction of a 
letter sent to you from the Department of State dated January 5, 1951, 
at which time you were notified by the Department that the then 
current passport application by yourself was being denied because 
the United States Department of State felt it would be contrary to 
the best interests of the United States to grant you the proposed pass- 


ort. 
Kindly look at this document and the application form which I now 

. display to you in which you were seeking a passport to go to England, 
France, and Belgium for pleasure and tell this committee whether or 
not these are true and correct reproductions of original documents. 

(Documents were handed to the witness. ) 

Mr. Kann. I respectfully decline to answer on the basis of the fifth 
amendment. 

(Documents marked “Kahn Exhibit No. 3” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Arens. According to this application, you were born in South 
Norwalk, Connecticut on September 21, 1920. Is that the place and 
date of your birth? 
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Mr. Kann. I respectfully decline to answer on the basis of the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Arens. I direct your attention to still another passport applica- 
tion by yourself, dated in 1952, in which the applicant states that he 
wants to go to Venezuela, Brazil, Uruguay, Argentina, and Chile for 
pleasure, and which application is accompanied by a declaration by 
the Department of State, dated February 8, 1952, that the Department 
does not feel warranted in providing you with a passport for the pro- 
posed travel. 

Kindly look at these documents that I am now displaying to you 
and tell this committee whether or not they are true oss correct repro- 
ductions of the application filed by yourself and the declaration 
received by you on the matter of passport application. 

(Documents were handed to the witness. ) 

Mr. Kann. I respectfully decline to answer on the basis of the fifth 
amendment. 

(Documents marked “Kahn Exhibit No. 4” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Kahn, I invite your attention to still another pass- 
port application by yourself dated April 1956, in which the appheant 
seeks a passport to go to France, Italy, and Greece for research work, 
and which application is accompanied by a declaration from the De- 
partment of State, dated May 11, 1956, which asserts that you were a 
member of the Communist Party. Would you kindly examine these 
two documents and tell this committee while you are under oath 
whether or not these are true and correct reproductions of original 
documents submitted or recived by you on that date ? 

(Documents were handed to the witness. ) 

Mr. Kaun. I respectfully decline to answer on the basis of the fifth 
amendment. 

(Documents marked “Kahn Exhibit No. 5” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Kahn, I submit to you still a final passport 
application submitted by yourself under date of July 23, 1958 in which 
vou solicit a United States passport for the purpose of establishing 
business contacts abroad in France, Germany, Czechoslovakia, Ru- 
mania, Greece and Italy, and in which passport application where the 
question appears, “Are you now a member of the Communist Party?” 
you answer “Kent and Briehl vs. U.S.” 

Kindly examine this application form which I am now displaying 
to you and tell this committee whether or not it is a true and correct 
reproduction of an application form filed by yourself under that date 
with the Department of State. 

(Document handed to witness.) 

Mr. Kann. I respectfully decline to answer on the same basis. 

‘“ ( “anes marked “Kahn Exhibit No. 6” and retained in committee 
iles. 

_ Mr. Arens. And on this passport application is noted “Passport 
issued Aug. 25, 1958.” 

Now, I display to you a thermofax reproduction of a document is- 
sued by the American Peace Crusade on June 29, 1951. According 
to this document the American Peace Crusade is sponsoring a summer 
speaking tour for Arthur D. Kahn between July and October covering 
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approximately a dozen and a half states. This document also states 
that Mr. Kahn is the author of “Betrayal: Our Occupation of Ger- 
many,” and “Bonus for Murder.” 

Kindly look at this document which I am now displaying to you 
and tell this committee whether or not the recitation of your 
speaking tour as announced in that leaflet is factual. 

(Document handed to witness.) 

Mr. Kann. I respectfully decline to answer on the basis of the 
fifth amendment. 
ya marked “Kahn Exhibit No. 7” and retained in committee ’ 

es. 

Mr. Arens. Did you in 1951 engage in a speaking tour over the 
United States? 

Mr. Kaun. I respectfully decline to answer on the same basis. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kahn, are you the author of the book 
“Betrayal” 

Mr. Kaun. I respectfully decline to answer, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. “Our Occupation of Germany”? 

Mr. Kaun. I respectfully decline to answer, sir. 

Mr. Arens. It is the information of this committee and it was the 
information of the Department of State at the time you applied for 
a passport in 1952 that in 1951 during these speeches you were de- 
nouncing the United States Army and charging our Army in Korea 
with committing atrocities against civilians in both Japan and Korea 
and that you were asserting, in effect, that the United States was the 
perpetrator of certain outrages in Korea. 

Would you kindly while you are under oath affirm or deny state- 
ments which are thereby attributed to you? 

Mr. Kany. I respectfully decline to answer, sir, on the same basis. 

Mr. Arens. Were you at the instant that you affixed your signature 
to the passport application in 1958 a member of the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. Kaun. I respectfully decline to answer, sir. 

- Mr. Arens. Are you now, this instant, a member of the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. Kaun. I respectfully decline to answer on the basis of the 
fifth amendment. 

Mr. Arens. It is the information of this committee and it was 
the information of the Department of State at the time the passport 
was issued to you in 1958 that during the last war, while you were 
serving with OSS of the United States Government in Germany, 

ou were then in contact with officials of the German Communist 
Party for the purpose of conducting Communist Party operations. 
If that is not true, please deny it while you are under oath. 

Mr. Kany. I respectfully decline to answer on the basis of the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know Otto Grotewohl ? 

Mr. Kann. I respectfully decline to answer on the basis of the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Arens. I put it to you as a fact and ask you to affirm or deny 
the fact that while you were in Germany in the employ of the Govern- 
ment of the United States in the OSS you were in liaison on Com- 
munist Party missions with Otto Grotewohl. 
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Mr. Kaun. I respectfully decline to answer on the basis of the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Arens. I put it to you as a fact, sir, and ask you to affirm or 
deny the fact that in 1948 you were a member of the La Pasionaria 
Club of the Communist Party in New York City. 

Mr. Kaun. I respectfully decline to answer. 

Mr. Arens. I put it to you as a fact that in 1949 you were the 
executive director of the New York State American Labor Party. 

Mr. Kaun. I respectfully decline to answer that. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever run for public office ? 

Mr. Kaun. I respectfully decline to answer on the basis of the fifth 
amendment. 

a. Arens. You were a candidate for Congress, were you not, in 
1952 

Mr. Kann. I respectfully decline to answer. 

Mr. Arens. From New York City? 

Mr. Kann. I respectfully decline to answer. 

Mr. Arens. I put it to you as a fact, sir, that in 1951 you were 
an organizer for the Veterans for Peace and a leading organizer and 
activist in the American Peace Crusade. Please affirm or deny that 
allegation. 

Mr. Kaun. I respectfully decline to answer. 

Mr. Arens. I put it to you as a fact, sir, that in 1951 in addresses 
made by yourself across this country you were urging the mothers 
of Korean casualties to bring pressure on Congress to end the Korean 
conflict; if that is not a fact, please deny it while you are under oath. 

Mr. Kann. I respectfully decline to answer on the basis of the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know a person by the name of Natalie Gross? 

Mr. Kaun. I respectfully decline to answer on the basis of the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Arens. I put it to you as a fact, sir, that in 1950 and 1951 you 
were in concert with Natalie Gross in Communist Party activities in 
E] Paso, Texas. 

If that is not a fact, please deny it while you are under oath. 

Mr. Kann. I respectfully decline to answer. 

. Mr. Arens. I put it to you as a fact, sir, that in the early fifties you 
were in concert in certain activities in New Mexico with Craig and 
Jeanette Wells Vincent, the former operators of the San Cristobal 
Valley Ranch in New Mexico, a Communist nest. Would you kindly 
affirm or deny that while you are under oath? 

Mr. Kaun. I respectfully decline to answer. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I think it is only proper that it be 
announced for the record, that all of this information was available 
for the Department of State at the time he made his application for 
a United States passport and that, notwithstanding the fact that he 
had been refused passports on numerous occasions on security grounds, 
in view of the present state of the law, the State Department was re- 
quired to issue a passport to him and he was issued a passport in 
1958, 

The Cuatrman. The facts in this case are not the same as the facts 
in the case on which the Supreme Court ruled. The thing I cannot 
understand is why the State Department issued a passport in this case. 
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Just because a held that in a particular case it was necessary to 
Issue & passport does not necessarily prove that in cases which are not 
exactly in point they have to issue passports. This case is different, 
as I see it. 

Mr. Arens. Have you traveled abroad in the course of the last 
several months on a United States passport ? 

Mr. Kaun. I respectfully decline to answer, 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, that concludes the staff interrogation 
of this witness. : 

The Cnamman. Any questions 

Mr. No questions. 

Mr. JoHansen. No questions. 

The Cuaimman. The witness is excused, 

Mr. Arens. The next witness, if you please, will be Mr. Victor 
Perlo. 

The Do you mind standing up 

Will you raise your right hand, please ¢ 

Do you swear that the testimony you are about to give will be the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God’ 

Mr. Perwo. Yes, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF VICTOR PERLO, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
DAVID REIN 


Mr. Arens. Please identify yourself by name, residence, and oc- 
cupation. 

Mr. Perio. I am Victor Perlo. I live in New York and am an 
economist. 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today in response to a subpena 
which was served upon you by the House Commitiee on Un-Ameri- 
can Activities? 

Mr. Pero. Yes. 

Mr. Ariens. And you are represented by counsel ? 

Mr. Perro. That is right. 

= ARENS. Counsel, will you kindly identify yourself for this 
record 

Mr. Rete. David Rein, R-e-i-n, 711 Fourteenth Street, Northwest, 
Washington, D.C, 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Perlo, in order to economize your own time, I will 
say it is a fact, is it not, that you have appeared ae this committee 
in the past on other matters ? 

Mr. Pero. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Perlo, I do not expect to go into the other matters 
which were the subject of the committee’s pursuit in its previous inter- 
rogations of you, except for the purpose of identification. 

Tell us when and where were you born ¢ 

Mr. Prrvo. I was born in New York in 1912. 

Mr. Arens. Are youa citizen of the United States? 

Mr. Perio. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Perlo, I should like to display to you now, if you 
please, a photostatic reproduction of a passport application filed with 
the Department of State on March 24, 1947. 
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Kindly look at this document and tell this committee whether or 
not it is a true and correct reproduction of a document filed by your- 
self seeking a United States passport on that date. 

(Document handed to witness.) 

Mr. Perio. Probably so. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have a recollection more vivid than the prob- 
abilities of the matter ? 

Mr. Perio. No, 1 couldn’t be expected to recognize a document 
twelve years ago. 

Mr. Arens. Is this your signature, sir? 

Mr. Pervo. Looks like it. 

Mr. Arens. This your photograph ? 

Mr. Perio. Well, the one you show me doesn’t look like anybody 
to me. 

(Document marked “Perlo Exhibit No. 1” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Arens. Was a passport issued pursuant to this application 
which you filed with the Department of State? 

Mr. Perio. No, it was not. May I say—what is your name again, 
sir 

Mr. Arens. Arens. 

Mr. Perio. —Mr. Arens, that this is a question that was gone into 
by this committee, I believe, at a previous hearing. So this is a 
repetition. 

Mr. Arens. This is just background to a more current matter 
which we are going to get into very shortly, if you please, sir. 

Where were you going to go, Mr. Perlo, when you filed your pass- 
port application in 1947? 

Mr. Perio. As I say, all these questions were asked, all the answers 
are in the record. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly tell us where you were going to go 
in 1947? 

Mr. Perio. Yes. Iwas going to goto England. 

Mr. Arens. In what capacity were you going to England? 

Mr. Perio. For a job. 

Mr. Arens. What was the job that you had? 

Mr. Pero. I don’t remember the exact title. It had to do with 
some international refugee organization. 

Mr, Arens. You were going to be the treasurer of the Intergovern- 
mental Committee on Refugees in London, were you not, in 1947? 

Mr. Pervo. That sounds about like the job description. 

Mr. Arens. Who got that job for you or how did you get that job? 

Mr. Perto. I don’t remember. ; 

Mr. Arens. Were you in 1947, the time you filed this passport ap- 
plication to go to London to assume the position as treasurer of the 
Intergovernmental Committee on Refugees, then a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Perro. Well, look, you know you subpenaed me to come down 
here to talk about, I gather you are investigating a proposed passport 
legislation and I wilt be wad to give you my opinions on this proposed 


passport legislation which is that I think that— 
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The Cuarrman. We are not interested in your opinions, Mr. Perlo. 

Mr. Pervo. Isn’t that an unusual thing to call a witness before a 
committee studying legislation and not— 

Mr. Arens. The pending question is were you a member of the 
Communist Party when you filed your application with the Depart- 
ment of State in 1947 and when you told the Department of State 
in 1947 that you were then going to London to accept the position of 
treasurer of the Intergovernmental Committee on Refugees? 

Mr. Perio. Mr.,Chairman, do you really mean you asked me to 
come down here as a witness and you refuse to hear my opinion about 
the legislation you are considering? 

The CHarrman. You are directed to answer the question, Mr. Perlo. 

Mr. Perio. What pertinence does the question have to the subject 
under investigation by the committee ? 

The CuarrmMan. You are directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Perro. I believe it is your responsibility to explain to me 
what—— 

The Cuarrman. I know what my responsibility is. I directed you 
to answer this question. 

Mr. Perio. Well, under protest I will say in relation to that. ques- 
tion that I refuse to answer it because it violates my rights under the 
first amendment, because it is no proper subject of inquiry by this com- 
mittee and because it violates my rights under the first amendment 
to the Constitution. 

The All right. 

Mr. Arens. Is the record clear? No passport was issued pursuant 
to this application which you filed in 1947, is that correct ? 

Mr. Perio. Excuse me a minute. I want to consult with my at- 
torney. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Perto. What is that ? 

Mr. Arens. It is correct, is it not, that no passport was issued pur- 
suant to your application? 

Mr. Perio. That is right. 

Mr. Arens. Did you subsequently and in the year 1950 file a pass- 

ort application with the Department of State in which you told the 

epartment of State you wanted to go to France, Belgium, Italy and 
England for research and travel ? 

Mr. Perio. I imagine so. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you now, if you please, sir, a photostatic 
reproduction of the passport application, I am uncertain of the exact 
month, it is in 1950, in which you solicit 

Mr. Perio. Looks right to me. 

Mr. Arens. Was a passport issued pursuant to that application ?. 

Mr. Perto. It was not. 

(Document marked “Perlo Exhibit No. 2” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Arens. I display to you now a photostatic reproduction of a 
letter, dated March 14, 1951, addressed to you from the then chief of 
the Passport Division in which the then chief of the Passport Divi- 
sion tells you that the passport application has been declined. Kindly’ 
look at that letter and tell this committee whether or not that is a 
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true and correct reproduction of the letter received by yourself on that 
date from the chief of the Passport Office. 

(Document handed to witness.) 

Mr. Pervo. Except it has a typical State Department formulation. 
It doesn’t say it is declined. It simply says it is not being issued 
to me. 

Mr. Arens. Does it say why ? 

Mr. Perio. No, it doesn’t say. Oh, yes. “It would be contrary 
to the best interests of the United States.” 

(Document marked “Perlo Exhibit No. 3” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Perlo, in 1958 did you file a passport ap- 
plication with the Department of State ¢ 

Mr. Pervo. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you now a photostatic reproduction of a 
passport application bearing your signature, dated July of 1958 and 
ask you if that is a true and correct reproduction of a passport ap- 
plication filed by yourself with the Department of State. 

(Document handed to witness. ) 

Mr. Perio. Yes, I think so. 

(Document marked “Perlo Exhibit No. 4” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Perlo, shortly after your filing of this passport 
application did you receive a letter from the Department of State 
dated September 16, 1958, from Frances Knight, Director of the 
Passport Office? I am now displaying to you a photostatic repro- 
duction of a letter and asking you if that is a true and correct repro- 
duction of a letter you received. 

Mr. Perio. I won't say it was shortly after. They took their sweet 
time about it. 

Mr. Arens. That was in September, was it not, and your applica- 
tion was filed in July ? 

Mr. Perio. About ten weeks later. 

(Document marked “Perlo Exhibit No. 5” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Arens. I should like for the purpose of the information of 
the committee and for the record to read this letter, if you please, 
Mr. Chairman: 

Dear Mr. Perlo: Reference is made to your application for a passport exe- 
cuted at New York, New York on July 7, 1958. 

In connection with your application, the Department has received information 
indicating that you have been a member and a leader of an espionage group and 
that you have actively engaged in espionage activities on behalf of a foreign 
government. 

Based upon this information your entitlement to passport facilities is being 
considered in the light. of the provisions of Section 51.136 of the Passport Regu- 
lations, a copy of which is set forth in the enclosed circular. 

In order to assist the Department in its consideration of your entitlement to 
a passport, it is requested that you submit under oath answers to the following 
questions, 

1. Did you furnish, communicate, deliver or transmit, directly or indirectly, 
secret or confidential information of the United States to any person or per- 
sons for transmission to a foreign government or a representative of a foreign 
government? Are you now furnishing, communicating, delivering, or transmit- 
ting or attempting to furnish, communicate, deliver or transmit, directly or in- 
directly, secret or confidential information of the United States to any person or 
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persons for transmission to a foreign government or a representative of a foreign 
government? If so, give complete particulars, including dates, nature of the in- 
formation and the identity of the person or persons involved. 

2. Did you participate in discussions with others relative to the obtaining 
and assembling of secret or confidential information of the United States for 
transmission to a foreign government or a representative of a foreign govern- 
ment? Are you now participating in discussions with others relative to the 
obtaining and assembling of secret or confidential information of the United 
States for transmission to a foreign government or a representative of a foreign 
government? If so. give complete particulars, including dates, nature of the 
information, and the identity of the person or persons involved. 

3. Did you, acting by yourself or in concert with others, furnish, commu- 
nicate, deliver, or transmit, or attempt to furnish, communicate, deliver or 
transmit, directly or indirectly, secret or confidential information of the United 
States to any person or persons for transmission to a foreign government or 2a 
representative of a foreign government? Are you now, acting by yourself or 
in concert with others, furnishing, communicating, delivering, or transmitting, 
or attempting to furnish, communicate, deliver, or transmit, directly or indirectly, 
secret or confidential information of the United States to any person or persons 
for transmission to a foreign government or a representative of a foreign gov- 
ernment? If so, give complete particulars, including dates, nature of the in- 
formation and the identity of the person or persons involved. 

4. Did you direct the activities of a group of persons in obtaining and assem- 
bling or in attempting to obtain and assemble secret or confidential information 
of the United States Government for the purpose of transmitting it to a foreign 
government or a representative of a foreign government? Are you now directing 
the activities of a group of persons in obtaining and assembling or in attempting 
to obtain and assemble secret or confidential information of the United States 
Government for the purpose of transmitting it to a foreign government or a 
representative of a foreign government? If so, give complete particulars, in- 
cluding dates, nature of the information and the identity of the person or per- 
sons so involved. 

5. Are you now or have you in the past engaged in espionage activities on 
behalf of a foreign government or foreign principal? If so, give complete par- 
ticulars, including dates, nature of your activities, and identity of the person or 
persons involved. 

6. In the event a passport is issued to you, will you by yourself or acting in 
concert with others, engage in espionage activities while abroad on behalf of a 
foreign government or foreign principal? 

7. In the event a passport is issued to you, will you aid, assist, abet or advise 
others while abroad to engage in espionage activities on behalf of a foreign 
government or foreign principal? 

8. In the event that a passport is issued to you, will you, acting by yourself 
or in concert with others, engage while abroad in transmitting non-public in- 
formation to a representative of a foreign government or foreign principal? 

9. Have you used or been known by any name other than Victor Perlo? 
If so, give such name or names and relate the circumstances under and periods 
during which each name was used. 

10. Have vou ever acted or agreed to act as an agent for a foreign principal? 
More specifically, have you ever collected information for or reported informa- 
tion to a foreign principal? 

11. Did you ever receive an assignment in the espionage, counter-espionage, 
or sabotage service of any foreign government or foreign political party? 

12. Are you acquainted with the following one-time members of the Soviet 
esnionage apparatus in the United States: J. Peters, Jacob Golos, Jay David, 
Whittaker Chambers, and Elizabeth Terrill Bentley? If so, give the details 
and circumstances of your contacts with each. 

In the event no reply is received from you within sixty days of the date of 
this letter it will be assumed you are no longer interested in obtaining a pass- 
port and steps will be taken to return your fee. 


Subsequent to the receipt of this letter which you have just iden- 
tified a few moments ago on this record, did you then dispatch a 
letter to the Department of State, to the chief of the Passport Office? 

Mr. Pero. Yes. 
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Mr. Arens. I display to you now, if you please, sir, a photostatic 
reproduction of a letter dated October 27, 1958, addressed to the 
chief of the Passport Office and ask you if that is a true and correct 
—— of a letter sent by yourself to the chief of the Passport 

ce. 

(Document handed to witness. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Perio. That looks like the same letter. 


(Document marked “Perlo Exhibit No. 6,” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 


Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully request to read the letter 
in the record for the enlightenment of the committee: 


Dear Mrs. Knicut: You state in your letter of September 16 that you have 
received information that I have engaged in espionage activities and you submit 
to me a long questionnaire, in the light of Section 51.136 of the passport regu- 
lations, in considering my application for a passport. 

You are exceeding your legal authority in asking these questions, and they 
are impertinent. Obviously, these questions relate to the ancient charges of 
Elizabeth Bentley and Whittaker Chambers. These were publicly aired over a 
decade ago; they were followed up by innumerable FBI agents and several Con- 
gressional Committees; and they were heard and investigated by several grand 
juries, before two of which I testified. 

The flimsy nature of those charges was exposed by the failure of any grand 
jury to hand down an indictment against me. I have never been convicted or 
legally accused of any crime. Moreover, the charges of Bentley and Chambers 
did not claim that I carried on espionage activities on behalf of a foreign power, 
the subject of your inquiries. 

While I do not accept your right to ask me any special questions, I will 
give you certain assurances in connection with Section 51.136 of your regula- 
tions, dealing with violation of the laws of the United States on the part of 
persons traveling abroad: 

1. I am not engaged in espionage on behalf of a foreign power. 

2. In traveling abroad I will not be engaged in espionage on behalf of a foreign 
power, nor will I engage in any other criminal activity. 

3. I will not, of course, engage in espionage at any time. 

4. My activities abroad would not: (a) violate the laws of the United States; 
(b) be prejudicial to the orderly conduct of foreign relations; or (c) otherwise 
be prejudicial to the interests of the United States. 

In my application of July 7th, I stated that the purpose of my travel would 
be for pleasure. Your refusal to issue a passport promptly has made that 
pleasure trip impossible. 

I wish now to travel for business reasons, specifically: to arrange for.collec- 
tion of royalties on books of mine that have been translated; to arrange for 
additional translations; to arrange for payment on articles of mine that have 
been republished abroad; and to arrange for placing additional articles with 
foreign customers. I expect to conduct such business in England, France, Italy, 
the USSR, Czechoslovakia and Rumania. 


(Representative Moulder entered the hearing room.) _ ; 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Perlo, have you ever engaged in espionage 
activities ? 

Mr. Perro. Well, it seems to me that you are now certainly simply 
rehashing the same questions that were gone into in that letter and 
that you went into before. I can any more say this is to establish 
background. You just read the whole business. You know what 
my answers were. It seems to me you are just asking me this question 
again to harass me and not help solve any questions of passport 
legislation. 

Mr. Arens. Before you answer this outstanding question, it is clear, 
is it not, your letter was not under oath when you submitted the in- 
formation to the Department of State? 
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Mr. Perto. The fact it is not under oath was simply incidental, the 
letter tothem was informal. If they were willing to accept that letter 
I would be glad to put it under oath. Their answer to it was not 
only it was not under oath, they didn’t regard it as responsive to their 
questions anyhow, no point to it. 

Mr. Arens. Please answer the question. Have you ever engaged 
in espionage activities against the Government and the people of the 
United States? 

Mr. Pervo. I will give you the same answer to that I gave in previous 
hearings because it is my opinion that this, as I said in the letter, that 
these charges are old hat and they are asked for purposes of harassing 
me and entrapping me and I am not going to fall into such a business 
and I refuse to answer them on the grounds of the fifth amendment. 

ai Arens. Mr. Perlo, have you ever been known by any other 
name? 

Mr. Perto. Since you insist on pursuing this whole line of repeti- 
tion questions I will give the same answer to that as the previous one 
and for the same reason. 

Mr. Arens. Were you the instant that you affixed your signature 
to the application for a United States passport in 1958, which T dis- 
played to you a few moments ago, were you that instant a member of 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Pervo. Well, on the question of membership in the Communist 
Party that is clearly an impertinent question to passport applica- 
tion and it was so ruled by the Supreme Court of the United States. 
It seems to me that you are not behaving correctly to ask me a 

uestion that was so ruled by the Supreme Court of the United 

tates. 

Mr. Arens. Did the Department of State subsequent. to the corre- 
spondence which we have just inserted in the record request you 
to answer the questions which it had posed to you in its letter of 
September 16 under oath? 

Mr. Perro. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you now, if you please, sir, a photostatic 
reproduction of a letter dated November 24, 1958, which the Depart- 
ment of State, among other things, states as follows: 

The Department has reviewed your letter of October 27, 1958, and does not 
consider your reply responsive to the questions propounded to you in its letter 
of September 16, 1958. It also does not appear that you executed your answers 
under oath as requested. For these reasons, you are again requested to answer 
under oath the specific questions set forth in the Department’s letter of Septem- 
ber 16, 1958. Your cooperation in this matter will be of material assistance 
te the Department in determining your entitlement to a passport. 

Kindly look at this photostatic reproduction of the document T am 
now displaying to you and tell this committee whether it is a true and 
correct reproduction of a letter you received ? 

Mr. Perro. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. Thank you, sir. 

Fs ( — marked “Perlo Exhibit No. 7” and retained in committee 
es. 

Mr. Pero. I want to make it clear as I tried to do before that I 
stand ready to give the State Department the assurances I gave 
them in that letter under oath and at any time and what I will not do 
under oath or otherwise is give an answer to a detailed special dis- 
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criminatory questionnaire directed against me which is contentious in 
character. 

Mr. Arens. Will you give the Department under oath a statement 
that you are not a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Perio. No. That is not any business of the State Department. 

Mr. Arens. I direct your attention to a photostatic reproduction of 
a letter dated December 2, 1958 addressed to Mrs. Knight, the chief of 
the Passport Office : 

Dear Mrs. Knight: I have your letter of November 24. Since you are appar- 
ently determined to violate the law by denying me a passport, and since it is 
obvious from Mr. O’Connor’s reference to me in his speech of November 8 that 
my application has been prejudged, please return my application and fee. 

Kindly look at that document and tell this committee whether or 
not that is a true and correct reproduction of the letter dispatched by 
you to the Department of State. 

Mr. Pero. Yes; correct. 

(Document marked “Perlo Exhibit No. 8” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Perlo, I direct your attention, if you please, to an 
advertisement appearing in The Worker of March 1, 1959. The ad- 
vertisement reads as follows: 

“In Chicago, The Worker Forum Presents Victor Perlo, Authority on Eco- 
nomics, author, who has recently concluded an exhaustive study on China, 
who will speak on China Today, Fine Arts Building, Music Room, 410 S. Michi- 
gan Avenue. Admission $1.00. Students 50 cents. Auspices Freedom of the 
l’ress Committee.” 

Kindly look at that advertisement and tell this committee whether 
or not the recitation of facts there respecting your address or talk is 
true and correct. 

Mr. Pero. It is probably correct. Except that it exaggerates the 
details of my knowledge on China. Yes. 

(Document marked “Perlo Exhibit No. 9” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Did you on March 1, 1959, the date indicated in the 
advertisement give the address under the auspices of the Freedom of 
the Press Committee in Chicago? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Perio. Would you tell me, Mr. Arens, what reference this ques- 
tion has to do with legislation ? 

Mr. Arens. That committee has frequently been found to be con- 
trolled by the Communist Party. This is a current activity by your- 
self. 

Mr. Perio. What does that have to do with passport legislation ? 

Mr. Arens. I don’t think it is at all—— 

The Cuatrrman. Answer the question, Mr. Perlo. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Pero. Well, as I said, I don’t see that it has anything to do 
with the passport legislation, but since you made a point, I will an- 
swer the question. 

And I give talks at many places under many different auspices and 
I am glad to give talks under the auspices of the Freedom of the 
Press association just as I am under the auspices of the American 
Economic Association and many other kinds of public bodies, and 
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none of my talks have anything to do with any Communist con- 
spiracy or any other kind of conspiracy. 

Mr. Arens. Were you a member of the Communist Party when you 
made your address in Chicago on China Today ? 

Mr. Pervo. I will give you the same answer to that that I gave 
around half an hour ago when we began this discussion. The situa- 
tion is the same. I answer the same. 

Mr. Arens. Are you now, this instant, as you are appearing before 
this committee, a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Perio. Same answer. 

Mr. Arens. That would conclude, if you please, Mr. Chairman, the 
staff interrogation of this witness. 

The Cuairman. Any questions, Mr. Doyle? 

Mr. No questions. 

The Cuarrman. I would like to ask you a question, Mr. Perlo. In 
your letter of October 27, 1958, to the State Department you stated 
that you wish “to travel for business reasons, specifically: to arrange 
for collection of royalties on books of mine that have been translated.” 
What books were you talking about ? 

Mr. Perro. All of my books have been translated into various for- 
eign languages. 

The Cuairman. This did not refer to any particular one? 

Mr. Perio. None. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I would like to read the witness some 
reasonably current testimony and ask him about it. It will just take 
a minute, please, sir. 

The Cuatrman, All right. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Herbert Fuchs testified before this committee in 
1955, December of 1955 

Mr. Perio. Pardon me. You had me here at that time on that 
hearing and you asked me those same questions. You really did, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You do not know what questions. 

Mr. Perio. Whatever questions, about Fuchs’ testimony. 

Mr. Arens. If we did, Mr. Chairman, I don’t think we should pur- 
sue it at this time. 

The Cuarrman. Make sure about it. 

Mr. Rern. You did, yes. You had him here as a witness then. 

Mr. Arens. It will only take a minute to repeat it, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. There is no use repeating it if he was asked the 
questions. We have it in our records. 

Mr. Perto. It seems to me it was 1956, actually. 

Mr. Arens. We will not pursue it, then, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. The witness is excused. 

Call your next witness. 

Mr. Arens. We have no more witnesses this morning. 

The Cuarrman. The committee will stand in recess. 

These hearings will be resumed next Friday morning. 

(Present at the time of the recess: Representatives Walter, Doyle, 
Moulder, and Johansen. ) ’ 

(Whereupon, at 11:10 a.m., Friday, April 24, 1959, the committee 
recessed to reconvene at 10 a.m., Friday, May 1, 1959.) 
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FRIDAY, JUNE 5, 1959 


Unirep Srares House or REepresENTATIVES, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE 
ComMiTTEE ON UN-AMERICAN ACTIVITIES, 
Washington, D.C. 
PUBLIC HEARINGS 


The subcommittee of the Committee on Un-American Activities met, 

ursuant to notice, at 10 a.m., in the Caucus Room, Old House Office 

uilding, Honorable Morgan M. Moulder (chairman of the subcom- 
mittee) presiding. 

Subcommittee members present: Representatives Morgan M. 
Moulder, of Missouri; Clyde Doyle, of California; and August E. 
Johansen, of Michigan. 

Committee member also present: Edwin E. Willis, of Louisiana. 

Staff members present : Frank S. Tavenner, Jr., counsel, and Donald 
'T. Appell, investigator. 

Mr. Movutper. The committee will be in order. 

Today we resume the hearings which were begun on April 21, 1959, 
on the general subject of passport security. 

In opening the hearings on that date an extensive statement was 
made on the scope of inquiry and the subject matter with which we 
expected to deal. At that time it was pointed out that because of the 
vast scope of the subject matter and the great number of witnesses 
who could be subpenaed we expected only to sample types and pat- 
terns of cases. 

Immediately after the Kent-Briehl decision by the Supreme Court 
on June 16, 1958, the Passport Office of the Department of State was 
flooded with applications for passports by persons who were known to 
be Communists. Within the first four months following the Supreme 
Court decision, the State Department granted passports to approxi- 
mately 600 persons who have records of activity in support of the inter- 
national Communist movement. The persons granted passports in- 
clude individuals trained in Moscow, individuals who have been in- 
volved in Communist espionage activity, individuals who have per- 
formed Communist functions in countries other than the United 
States, and Communist Party members, both concealed and open, 
who owe an undying allegiance to the international Communist 
conspiracy. 

Communists, like termites, nest underground and concentrate their 
attack on the vital segments of the edifice which they are undermining. 
It is essential that Communists, like termites, travel from their nest- 
ing place to vital areas. In the case of the international Communist 
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conspiracy, international travel of couriers, spies, and propagandists 
is essential. 


In the Kent-Briehl case the Secretary of State denied two applica- 
tions for passports on the ground that the applicants were Com- 
munists. This action of the Secretary of State was sustained by both 
the appropriate Federal District Court and the United States Court 


of Appeals. 
The Supreme Court of the United States, however, in a 5 to 4 


decision, reversed the decision of the United States Court of Appeals 


on the ground that the Secretary of State did not have the authority to 
deny passports to citizens because of “their beliefs and associations”: 
in other words, the majority of the Supreme Court took the position 


that a Communist is only a person entertaining certain beliefs and 
associations. How long will 1t be before certain circles in this Gov- 
ernment recognize the plain simple fact that communism is commn- 
nism, and that Communists are Communists ? 

The reports and hearings of the Committee on Un-American Ac- 
tivities demonstrate to the point of monotony the fact that communism 
is a world conspiracy of force, violence, intrigue, and subversion and 
that by every definition a Communist is a participant in this conspir- 
acy. Unless we recognize this elemental truth, we have little hope of 
ultimate survival in the face of this awful force which is extinguishing 
freedom everywhere. 

The committee resolution adopted January 23, 1959, authorizing 
this hearing, is as follows: 


Be it resolved, That hearings by the Committee on Un-American Activities or 
a subcommittee thereof, to be held in Washington, D.C., and at such other place 
or places as the chairman may indicate, on such date or dates as the chairman 
may determine, be authorized and approved, including the conduct of investiga- 
tions deemed reasonably necessary by the staff in preparation therefor, relating 
to the following: 

1. The advisability of reporting favorably to the House for enactment, 
amendments to section 215 of the Immigration and Nationality Act as contained 
in Title [V—Immigration and Passport Security, of H.R. 2232, introduced on 
January 12, 1959, and referred by the House of Representatives to the Committee 
on Un-American Activities for its consideration. 

2. The advisability of recommending legislation expressing the will and intent 
of Congress spelled out in direct and positive form, granting authority to the Sec- 
retary of State to issue, withhold, or limit passports for international travel of 
adherents to the Communist Party, and the granting of specific statutory au- 
thority to the Secretary of State to issue substantive regulations in the passport 
field, as set forth in the Annual Report of the Committee on Un-American 
Activities for the year 1956. 

3. The development of factual information which may be of assistance to the 
committee and to Congress for use in their consideration of the legislative pro- 
posals enumerated, or amendments thereto. 

4. The execution by the administrative agencies concerned of all laws and 
regulations, within the jurisdiction of this committee, relating to the granting 
of passports. 

Be it further resolved, That the hearings may include any other matter within 
the jurisdiction of the committee which it, or any subcommittee thereof ap- 
pointed to conduct this hearing may designate. 


The order of appointment of this subcommittee is as follows: 


JUNE 4, 1959. 
To Mr. Richard Arens, Staff Director, House Committee on Un-American 
Activities: 
Pursuant to the provisions of the law and the rules of this Committee, I 
hereby appoint a subcommittee of the Committee on Un-American Activities, 
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consisting of Representative Morgan M. Moulder, as Chairman, and Representa- 
tives Clyde Doyle and August E, Johansen, as associate members, to conduct 
hearings in Washington, D.C., Friday, June 5, 1959, at 10 a.m., on subjects 
under investigation by the Committee and take such testimony on said day 
or succeeding days, as it may deem necessary. 

Please make this action a matter of Committee record. 

If any Member indicates his inability to serve, please notify me. 

Given under my hand this 4th day of June 1959. 

Signed) Francis E. WALTER, 


( 
Chairman, Committee on Un-American Activities. 
You may proceed, Mr. Tavenner. 


Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Martm Popper, please. 

Mr. Movutper. You do solemnly swear that the testimony which 
you are about to give before this subcommittee of the Committee on 
Un-American Activities will be the truth, the whole truth, and noth- 
ing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Porrrr. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF MARTIN POPPER, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
LEONARD B. BOUDIN 


Mr. Tavenner. State your name, please, sir. 

Mr. Popper. Martin Popper. 

Mr. Tavenner. And your present address ? 

Mr. Porrer, 322 Central Park West, New York. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will counsel accompanying the witness identify 
himself for the record ? 

os Bouprin. Leonard B. Boudin, 25 Broad Street, New York City 
4, N.Y. 

Mr. Tavenner. When and where were you born, Mr. Popper? 

Mr. Porrrr. I was born in New York City, February 7, 1909. 

May I be permitted, Mr. Chairman, to make a very brief statement 
on jurisdiction? It will take no more than two minutes. 

Mr. Movtper. Hasa copy of it been filed ? 

Mr. Popper. It is not a statement of the kind that you have in 
mind. It is merely a statement directed to the legal and constitu- 
tional jurisdiction of the committee. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Chairman, it would seem that a matter relating 
to jurisdiction would be a matter for the courts, and not for this 
committee. 

Mr. Movrprer. I think that is true. 

Does the committee so rule? 

Of course, you have that point reserved, as stated by the counsel. 

Mr. Poprer. I have in mind, and I will not argue the point, that it 
will take about one minute, and I think would help the committee in 
understanding the basis of my testimony. I think it will aid the 
committee rather than hinder it. AsI say, it takes about one minute. 

Mr. Movtper. Would you hand the statement. to counsel ? 

Mr. Popper. It is in my own handwriting. I have no idea whether 
he can read it. Actually, Mr. Tavenner, as you know, I have no 
desire to—— 

Mr. Wituis. Mr. Chairman, may I suggest this: It has been our 
policy that if any statement is desired to be made, that it be furnished 
to the committee counsel for our files. I would suggest that it be 
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done in that fashion. Or, in answer to questions that will come, he 
might make that part of his answer. I don’t think we should depart 
from our policy. 

Mr. Moutper. The committee so rules. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Popper, will you briefly outline your educa- 
tional training? 

Mr. Porrrr. Yes. I attended the public schools in the city of New 
Ry and high school. I attended the College of the City of New 

ork. 

Mr. Tavenner. When did you attend the College of the City of 
New York? 

Mr. Porrrr. Around the year of 1926, for a short time thereafter, 
then entered law school, the Brooklyn Law School. I was admitted 
to the bar in 1931. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you outline your occupational background ? 

Mr. Poprer. Well, I have been a lawyer ever since my admission to 
the bar. I practiced law for a while and then became secretary of 
the National Lawyers Guild. 

Mr. Tavenner. During what period of time? 

Mr. Porrer. I think approximately from 1940 to 1947. There- 
after, I practiced law again, and I am doing it now. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you precede Mr. Robert J. Silberstein ? 

Mr. Porrer. As secretary of the Guild ? 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes. 

Mr. Popper. Yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you serve in the Armed Forces of the United 
States? 

Mr. Porrrr. No. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you hold any position in the Government dur- 
ing the period of the war, World War II? 

Mr. Porrer. No. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Popper, I hand you a photostatic copy of an 
application for U.S. Passport, purportedly executed by you on 
August 26, 1958, and ask if this is a copy of the application which you 
executed. 

(Document handed to the witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Porrrr. Yes, that would seem to be a photostatic copy of my 
application. 

Mr. Tavenner. Thank you. 

I desire to offer a copy of the application in evidence and ask that 
it be marked “Popper Exhibit No. 1.” 

Mr. Moutprr. The exhibit will be admitted in evidence and marked 
“Popper Exhibit No. 1.” 

(Document marked “Popper Exhibit No. 1” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Popper, there appears on the page where your 
photograph is, and under your photograph, three questions, which are 
as follows: 

Are you now a member of the Communist Party? (Write “yes” or “no.”) 

Have you ever been a member of the Communist Party? (Write “yes” 
or “no.” 

If ones a member, state period of membership from to 
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Will you examine that, please? 
(Document handed to the witness.) 

Mr. Tavenner. That is right under your photograph. 

Do you observe any answer was given to any one of those three 
questions ¢ 

Mr. Porrer. No; there was no answer given to any of the questions. 

Mr. Tavenner. Why did you not answer those questions? 

Mr. Porrer. Because it had been decided by the Supreme Court the 
State Department had no authority or power to ask the questions. 

Mr. Tavenner. The purpose of this hearing, Mr. Popper, is to 
determine, among other things, whether or not the Secretary of State 
should be given authority, by legislation, to require passport — 
cants to furnish information of the nature called for in these three 
questions. 

I would, therefore, like to ask you if at the time you executed your 
application for a passport you were a member of the Communist 
Party ? 

Mr. Porrer. I respectfully decline to answer that question, Mr. 
Tavenner, on the following grounds: I understand the Supreme 
Court’s decision in the Watkins case to mean that this committee’s 
authorizing resolution is so vague that to compel testimony under it 
would violate the due process clause of the Federal Constitution and 
that the jurisdiction which the committee has assumed is so limitless 
that its inquiries into the area of speech, press, or political belief and 
association abridges the freedoms guaranteed by the first amendment. 

Furthermore, the subject matter of this investigation is equally 
limitless and, therefore, violates these same constitutional guarantees. 

I add that to the extent it is ascertainable, to the extent that the 
subject matter of this inquiry is ascertainable, this committee is not 
authorized by Congress to conduct it. 

Therefore, I respectfully contend that the committee has no author- 
ity to conduct this investigation, 

I also decline to answer the question because I do not believe it is 
pertinent. 

Mr. Tavenner. You object, then, on the ground of pertinency, as 
well as the ground of jurisdiction ? 

Mr. Poprrr. Yes, on all of the grounds which I have just stated. 

Mr. Movutper. Do you claim the protection provided for in the 
Constitution by the fifth amendment ? 

Mr. Porrer. I am not—I assume you are talking about the privi- 
loge against self-incrimination ? 

fr. Moutper. Yes. 
_ Mr. Popper. I am not claiming the privilege against self-incrimina- 
tion. 

Mr. Moutper. You decline to answer it for the reasons of your chal- 
a to the jurisdiction and pertinency of the question ? 

r. Popper. Well, I stated that I declined to answer it on the 
grounds that I challenge the jurisdiction of the committee, based 
upon the decision of the United States Supreme Court; that I believe 
the question is violative of my first amendment rights; and that I be- 
lieve that the subject matter of the inquiry is unlawful; that I believe 
that the subject matter of the inquiry is outside of the power of this 
committee to conduct; and that the question is not pertinent. 
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Mr. Movtper. The committee does not accept that as a valid rea- 
son for refusing to answer the question. The witness is directed to 
answer the question. 

Mr. Porrer. I respectfully decline. 

Mr. Tavenner. | think, Mr. Chairman, in light of the fact that 
the witness has objected also on the ground of pertinency, that under 
the provisions of the Watkins case it would be necessary that per- 
tinency be explained to the witness. 

Mr. Movuuper. Yes. Proceed. 

Mr. TaveNNER. May I say 

Mr. Dorr. May I at that point state, however, that I think the 
Watkins case makes it clear that there is more than one way in which 
a witness can know the ae of a question. I submit that the 
opening statement read by our chairman shows very clearly to this 
witness the pertinency of the question. That is one way. That is 
one way under the Watkins case in which the witness can be informed. 

He is already informed as to the pertinency under the Watkins de- 
cision. I do not object to counsel of the committee going further than 
that, if he wants to, but I submit that this witness has already been 
informed as to the pertinency and that the raising of the question of 
peep | here, is after he has already been informed. He was in- 

ormed of the pertinency of this line of questions before he took the 
oath. 

Mr. Movtper. I will add to that this point: You did hear the state- 
ment read by me, did you not, which I read into the record ¢ 

Mr. Popper. Yes. 

Mr. Doyte. He was right here. 

Mr. Porrer. I don’t want to engage in too lengthy legal disserta- 


tion, Mr. Chairman or ae Doyle. 


I think you know that for—I say I think you know, if I may ad- 
dress you, respectfully, Congressman Doyle—that for more than 15 
years before the courts of the United States, and I think Mr. Tavenner 
does, too, and as a practicing lawyer before this committee and other- 
wise, I have earnestly pleaded that this committee did not have the 
authority to compel testimony regarding a person’s political affilia- 
tion. That, it seems to me, after all of these years in which many 
people have suffered anguish, economic hardship, and so forth, has 
finally been dealt with by the highest court. 

Mr. Movuwper. Now let us proceed. 

Mr. Porrrr. I merely say that, therefore, my position is one predi- 
cated upon my understanding of the meaning of the Court’s decision. 

Mr. Moviper. Counsel will proceed. 

Mr. Tavenner. You have specifically relied upon an objection as 
to pertinency. I think it obvious that the opening statement made 
by the chairman should be a sufficient, explanation of pertinency. 

But in order that there be no doubt as to our purpose of complying 
with the decision of the Supreme Court in the Watkins case, I would 
like to make some further explanation, which I think should make it 
unquestionably clear. 

The subject of the hearing is passport security. H.R. 2232, re- 
ferred to this committee, contains certain amendments to the Immi- 
gration and Nationality Act entitled “Immigration and Passport Se- 
curity Act.” Chapter 2 deals with passport security, and chapter 3 
with passport review procedure. 
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This bill was offered in an effort to stop the gap in Federal law re- 
sulting from the decisions of the Supreme Court in Aent-Briehl v. 
Dulles, and Dayton v. Dulles. pial 

Another subject of the hearing is to maintain a surveillance over 
the administration and operations of all laws and regulations within 
the jurisdiction of this committee relating to the security phase of 
the granting of passports. word 

The question propounded to you is pertinent to the subject in that 
it relates directly to information which the State Department, under 
its regulations, was required to obtain in considering passport appli- 
cations prior to the rendering of the decision in the cases mentioned, 
and which regulations the committee is now considering should be 
given statutory effect. 

The reasoning of the committee in propounding the question is to 
demonstrate the gap in Federal security laws, should you in fact have 
been a member of the Communist Party at the time of the granting 
of your application for passport, and to give this committee and 
Congress information as to the problem now confronting the State 
Department in the passport field, for the purpose of determining the 
need and urgency of remedial legislation. 

(At this point Representative Willis left the hearing room.) 

Mr. Tavenner. Now, may I ask that the witness & directed to 
answer? 

Mr. Boupty. May I ask if the committee will hear counsel’s ex- 
planation as to why Mr. Tavenner’s response does not adequately show 
the witness and his counsel the pertinency of the question ? 

Mr. Movtper. Counsel understands the question. You have the 
authority to advise your client and confer with him. Do you wish 
to have a conference with him before I direct him to answer? 

Mr. Popper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bounty. May I note an exception to the chairman’s ruling, Mr. 
Chairman ? 

Mr. Movrper. The record will show whatever you said. 

Mr. Bovupry. Thank you. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Movtper. The witness is directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Porrer. I respectfully decline, and state that Mr. Tavenner’s 
analysis and explanation does not, in my opinion, meet the test of per- 
tinency laid down by the Supreme Court. That test is one which re- 
quires, in the first place, jurisdictional pertinency. Since it has deter- 
mined, in my opinion, that the authorizing resolution of this commit- 
tee is so vague and limitless, it is not possible that this question should 
meet, the test of jurisdictional pertinency, since it is not possible under 
those circumstances to frame a question which would be pertinent even 
in a statutory sense. 

Therefore—and I would also say that the subject matter of the in- 
quiry as outlined by the chairman today and previously is, itself, so 
broad, so limitless, that it is not possible to frame a question, and this 
question specifically is not framed to meet the test of pertinency, par- 
ticularly since it is in the area of association, which means, specifi- 
cally, that it cannot be pertinent when the area of investigation is so 
completely limitless. 
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Mr. Tavenner. So you are taking the position that this committee 
cannot ask any pertinent question because it does not have jurisdiction. 
That, in essence, is the position you are taking, is it not ? 

Mr. Porrer. No, I am not conceding that. I have given you my 
reasons in relation to this specific question. 

I would add that the question, in my opinion, has no possible valid 
legislative purpose. 

Mr. Moutper. We want the record to clearly show that the commit- 
tee does not accept your response to the question. 

Mr. Doytz. I would suggest, Mr. Chairman, and I ask the chairman 
to again instruct the witness to answer the questions in view of his 
legal dissertation, as well as in the capacity of a very able witness, 
since he was previously instructed. 

Then there would be no question but that he understands that he is 
instructed in spite of all his objections. 

Mr. Moutper. I agree. I think the record clearly shows that. 

We want to impress upon you that the committee does not accept 
— answer or response to the question. You are directed to answer. 

ou still refuse to answer ? 

Mr. Porrer. I do, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Moutper. Mr. Johansen, have you a question ? 

Mr. JoHansen. No. 

Mr. Movuxper. Proceed, Mr. Tavenner. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. cs I hand you a photostatic copy of a pass- 
port application purportedly executed by you on March 11, 1946, 


Will you examine it, please, and state whether or not you signed 
that application? 
(Document was handed to the witness.) 


(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Moutper. The record should show that the witness and coun- 
sel are making close inspection of the document referred to by 
counsel. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. 

Mr. Porrer. Yes, this would seem to be an accurate photostatic 
me of my application. 

Mr. Tavenner. I offer the document in evidence and ask that it be 
marked “Popper Exhibit No. 2.” 

Mr. Moutper. It will be so marked. 

(Document marked “Popper Exhibit No. 2” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. TavenNER. Was a passport issued to you, Mr. Popper, pursuant 
to this application ? 

Mr. Porrer. It was. 

Mr. Tavenner. It is noted that the application states the purpose 
of travel as being to Germany; official, War Department. 

Will you explain that, please? 

Mr. Popper. Yes, of course. 

Mr. Justice Jackson, who was then the chief prosecutor for the 
United States at the Nuremberg trials, invited two representatives of 
the National Lawyers Guild and two representatives of the American 
Bar Association to come to Nuremberg to observe the Nuremberg trial 
as members of the bar and to report their observations to the bar. I 
was one of the four, pursuant to that, who accepted the invitation and 
went. 
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Mr. Moutprer. What was the date of that, Mr. Tavenner? 

Mr. Tavenner. The date was March 11, 1946. 

How long did you remain in Germany? Let me put the question 

this id How long were you abroad in traveling under this pass- 
port 

Mr. Porrer. Of course, I can’t remember exactly, but I think it 
must have been approximately six to eight weeks. 

Mr. Tavenner. What was your position with the National Law- 
yers Guild at the time that you engaged in this travel ? 

Mr. Popper. I was secretary of the National Lawyers Guild. 

Mr. Tavenner. At the time you made this + <apearmran for pass- 
port, were you a member of the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Porrer. I decline to answer that question for the reasons al- 
ready stated. 

Mr. Movutper. You are again directed to answer. 

Mr. I respectfully decline. 

Mr. Mourper. Then may I ask this question: While you were over 
there under this passport, did you confer with Communist Party 
leaders in any foreign country / 

Mr. Porrer. Well, Iam taking the position that questions regarding 
political belief, opinion, association, assembly, are outside the pur- 
view of this committee, and consistent with that I will decline to an- 
swer this question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Congress lias determined, and has found in its 
findings of fact in connection with the passage of numerous bills, in- 
cluding the Internal Security Act of 1950, the Communist Control 
Act of 1954, that the Commiunist Party is a conspiracy. 

You are speaking of membership in the Communist Party as in- 
volving only beliefs and opinions. The committee, of course, adopts 
the view of Congress that membership in the Communist Party is 
not membership in a political organization in the sense that we under- 
stand political organizations in this country, and the courts also 
have so held. 

Will you tell us when you arrived in Germany ? 

Mr. Popper. I arrived in Germany shortly after I obtained the 
passport. I can’t tell you exactly when. But I suspect it must have 
been in March of that year. Isn’t that when the application was 
made? 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes, March 1946. 

Mr. Porrer. I think it must have been during the month of March. 

Mr. Tavenner. After your arrival in Germany, did you receive an 
invitation from the Soviet delegation at Nuremberg to visit the Soviet 
Union as a representative of the National Lawyers Guild? 

Mr. Porrer. I received an invitation from one of the distinguished 
lawyers who was a member of the Soviet legal delegation to go to the 
Soviet Union and to talk to the lawyers there about my observations 
of the Nuremberg trial. 

I then went to Mr. Justice Jackson, told him IT had received this 
invitation, and asked him his opinion as to whether I should go. It 
was his opinion that I ought to go, talk to the Soviet lawyers, those 
who I would see, about my observations at Nuremberg, and requested 
that I come back to Nuremberg to tell him about my experiences in 
the Soviet. Union. 
39742—59—pt. 2——7 
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And I did accept the invitation and did go. 

Mr. Tavenner. How long had you observed the conduct of the 
trials prior to your departure for the Soviet Union ? 

Mr. Popper. I think I was there for about two weeks. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was it known by the members of the Soviet delega- 
tion who extended the invitation to you that you had been a member 
of the Communist Party of the United States, or affiliated with it? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Porrer. I am afraid that that is merely another form of the 
same question in which you are attempting to establish my political 
affiliations, and I decline to answer on the same grounds as before. 
The form of the question does not in any way affect the substance 
of the question. 

Mr. Movutper. You are again directed to answer. 

Mr. Porrer. I respectfully decline. 

Mr. Movurper. May I add to the question propounded by counsel? 
Did you advise with Communist Party leaders, or advise and inform 
them of the Communist Party movement in this country ¢ 

Mr. Porrrr. Well, as I say, any questions relating to discussions I 
may have had with anyone regarding political issues is merely another 
form of the same question. 

I respectfully decline to answer that question or questions of a 
similar kind. 

Mr. Tavenner. While in the Soviet Union, did you discuss the 
formation of the International Association of Democratic Lawyers 
and the role which the National Lawyers Guild was expected to play 
in that organization / 

Mr. Porrer. I think that question is too broad in the sense that I 
could not have discussed an organization not yet in being. I did dis- 
euss with lawyers in the Soviet Union the question of the value of, 
or the possible value of, the formation of an organization of lawyers 
dedicated to the support of the principles of the United Nations and, 
generally, in support of the principles of the Nuremberg charter. 

Mr. Tavenner. In September of 1956, did you apply for an addi- 
tional U.S. passport for the purpose of representing the National 
Lawyers Guild at the International Congress of Lawyers held in 
Paris, France / 

Mr. Porrer. No, but that is merely, I think, an error on your part 
that you didn’t mean. It could not have been 1956, J think you mean 
1946. 

Mr. Tavenner. It is 1946. 

Mr. Porrer. That is right. I did apply—for an additional pass- 

ort 

Mr. TavenNeER. Yes. 

Mr. Porrer. I can’t remember that, whether I applied again for 
another passport or whether I still had my passport. I just don’t 
remember that. 

Mr. May I inquire? 

The second document that you referred to in the testimony which 
was submitted to the witness for his examination, it should be ad- 
mitted in evidence in the record at the proper place after it was 
presented to the witness. 

Mr. Tavenner. It was admitted. 


PASSPORT SECURITY 833 


Mr. Bounty. It was Exhibit 2, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Tavenner. It was admitted as Exhibit 2. oe 

Mr. Movutper. Well, it should have been marked as Exhibit No. 2 
and received after it was submitted to the witness. esis 

Mr. Tavenner. I hand you a photostatic copy of an application for 
passport purportedly signed by you on September 26, 1946, and ask 
you whether or not that is the passport to which you refer. 

(Document was handed to the witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Popper. Yes, that would seem to be an accurate photostativ 
copy. 

Nir. TaveNnNER. I desire to offer the application in evidence and 
ask that it be marked “Popper Exhibit No. 3.” 

Mr. Moutper. The document referred to by counsel will be marked 
“Popper Exhibit No. 3” and admitted in evidence, made a part of the 
record. 

(Document marked “Popper Exhibit No. 3° and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you attend the meeting of the International 
Congress of Lawyers, in Paris? 

Mr. Popper. I did attend a meeting of lawyers. I cannot remember 
what the title of the conference was. But at any rate I did attend 
a meeting. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you attend it as a representative of the Na- 
tional Lawyers Guild ? 

Mr. Porrer. Yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. What position did you hold in the Guild at that 
time? 

Mr. Porrer. I was secretary of the Guild. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you give us the names of other delegates from 
the National Lawyers Guild who attended the conference with you? 

Mr. Porrer. No. I think that question is not pertinent. As a 
matter of fact, it would seem to me to indicate the validity of what 
the court said, that this sort of question has for its purpose nothing 
but exposure. It has no legislative purpose whatsoever. It is not 
pertinent. And, of course, all the other objections which I pre- 
viously stated I also use in my defense in connection with this 
question. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Communist Party at 
the time of your attendance at that convention in Paris? 

Mr. Porrrr. I decline to answer that question upon the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Moutrprer. The committee reiterates our position in that we 
don’t accept the answer. We make it clear that the witness should 
answer the question. 

Mr. Bouptn. The committee does understand the reference to the 
term of “the same grounds,” does it not, Mr. Chairman ? 

Mr. Mounper. I understand that. But we want also to have the 
record show that we are not accepting his responses to the questions. 

Mr, Tavenner. In July 1948, did you apply for a renewal of your 
passport application for the purpose of attending a conference of the 
International Association of Democratic Lawyers ? 

(Document was handed to the witness. ) 
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Mr. Tavenner. I have handed you a photostatic copy of such a 
renewal application. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) ; 

Mr. Porrrr. That seems to be an accurate photostatic copy. 

Mr. Tavenner. I desire to offer the document in evidence and ask 
that it be marked ee: Exhibit No. 4.” 

Mr. Movunper. The document referred to by counsel and examined 
by the witness will be marked “Popper Exhibit No. 4” and admitted 
in evidence. 

(Document marked “Popper Exhibit No. 4” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you attend a conference of the International 
Association of Democratic Lawyers, in Prague, Czechoslovakia, on 
September 6, 1948, traveling under the renewal of your passport? 

Mr. Porrer. Yes. I can’t remember the precise date, but I as- 
sume that you are correct in it because you have some information. 
At any rate, I did attend the conference. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Communist Party at 
the time that you were in attendance at this convention or con- 
ference? 

Mr. Porrrr. I decline to answer the question upon the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. During a session of the conference, did you address 
the convention on the subject of indictments of the first-string Com- 
munist leaders in the United States, at which time you warned that 
“indictment of Communist leaders presages the beginning of the 
end of the constitutional form of government in America”? 

Mr. Poprer. Well I don’t recall that phrase, Mr. Tavenner. <Ac- 
tually, it doesn’t sound like a formulation which I would make. Let 
me try to answer it fully, though the essence of my concern for the 
ill effects of that prosecution are stated correctly. 

I will say this: I made a speech at that congress dealing with the 
general subject of the state of civil liberties in the United States. At 
that particular time—as a matter of fact, it was a sort of a historical 
and constitutional analysis of the first amendment rights as guaran- 
teed by our Constitution; and since I did feel then, as I do feel now, 
that the Smith Act and the prosecutions under the Smith Act were 
very basic violations of first amendment rights and that, unless suc- 
cessfully challenged, they would endanger our constitutional scheme, 
I en included that belief in this analysis in the speech that I 
made. 

Mr. Tavenner. May I refresh pee recollection by handing for 
= examination an article taken from the Daily Woe of Septem- 

r 9, 1948, page 2, entitled, “Europeans May Visit Trial of CP 
[Communist Party] Leaders,” in which a proposal is alleged to have 
been made by you. 

I have bracketed the language which I quoted in my question to 

ou. 

(Document was handed to the witness.) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you examine that, please, and state whether or 
not you were correctly quoted in the matter appearing in quotations 
in that article? 
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Mr. Porrer. I think I have already answered that. I cannot possi- 


bly be responsible for a quotation im any newspaper. I say that my 
recollection of that speech that I made is what I told you a few 
moments ago. 

Mr. TavenNer. That does not suflice to refresh your recollection as 
to the language that you used ? 

Mr. Porrrr. How could it possibly, Mr. Tavenner? 

Mr. Tavenner. Well, it may refresh your recollection, and I am 
asking you if it does. 

Mr. Porrrr. I am trying to answer your question as directly as I 
ean, T cannot possibly remember the words or the phrases that I used 
in any speech as long ago as that. I did make a critical evaluation of 
ihe Smith Act and of the prosecutions under the Smith Act. I said 
to yon I felt then, and I feel now, that the Smith Act is violative of 
our Bill of Rights and that I think it has served to endanger the free- 
doms of the American people. I said that in some form then and I 
would say it now. 

Mr. Tavenner. I desire to offer 

Mr. Doyie. May I ask the witness a question which I think is perti- 
nent in view of the discussion ? 

Does the quotation allegedly assigned to you in this newspaper arti- 
cle which you have just seen substantially represent any part of what 
you said 
’ Mr. Poprrer. I would say that what it does represent is the fact that 
I was opposed to the enactment of the Smith Act, and I believed that 
it violates the first amendment guarantees. 

Mr. Movutprr. This document referred to by counsel is a reprint 
from the Daily Worker of September 9, 1948. It will be marked 
“Popper Exhibit No, 5.” 

(Document marked “Popper Exhibit No. 5” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Moutprer. The witness has read this article and examined it 
carefully. 

As I understand you, Mr. Popper, you say that in essence this is a 
correct quotation or, in effect, it is a correct quotation ? 

Mr. Porrrr. No, I haven’t said that at all. I don’t want to be re- 
sponsible for a quotation which is a newspaper quotation. I can’t 
possibly do that. 

Iam not quibbling with the committee. I told you what I feel about 
the Smith Act. I told you that I made a speech, part of which was 
devoted to my evaluation, as a lawyer, of the violations which, in my 
opinion, are caused by the Smith Act; why I believe it is a very bad 
law. That is as much as I can say. 

Mr. Mourper. In other words, it was a speech in criticism of the 
Smith Act and the prosecution of the Communists, American Com- 
munist leaders referred to in this article? It was a criticism of the 
Smith Act and a criticism of the prosecution of the Communist Party 
leaders referred to in this article under the Smith Act? 

Mr. Popper. That is correct. But I would say that the speech 
dealt with that subject in a larger context, in terms of my understand- 
ing of the meaning of the first amendment to the Constitution and 
how it was the cornerstone of our constitutional scheme. 

Mr. Bouprn. Would you excuse me a moment? I wish to consult. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
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Mr. Movtper. Since there have been so many questions asked about 
it, Exhibit 5 will be admitted into evidence and made a part of the 
record. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Popper, at the time you made this speech at 
the conference of the International Association of Democratic Law- 
yers, you were a delegate to that conference from the Lawyers Guild 
and you were secretary of the Lawyers Guild, of the National Lawyers 
Guild. Did that represent the views or the action of the National 
Lawyers Guild at that time? 

Mr. Porrer. In the first place, I am not certain that I was any 
longer secretary of the Guild at that time. I may have been, but I 
am not sure. I was there, however, as a representative of the Guild. 
The speech which I made was my own speech. 

As I recall it, the National Lawyers Guild had been critical of the 
prosecutions under the Smith Act and had appeared as amicus curiae 
in some of the Smith Act cases before the courts. However, the 
speech was my own. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Communist Party at 
the time you made that speech / 

Mr. Porrrr. I decline to answer for the reasons already stated. 
I should like to add the fact that there are questions which I am 
answering in no way is intended to constitute a waiver of my funda- 
mental objections to the authority of the committee. 

Mr. Tavenner. And is it a fact that the committee does not waive 
its position in refusing to accept as a valid excuse for refusal to 
answer the statements made by the witness / 

Mr. Moutper. That is correct. That is the position taken by the 
committee on all the questions which he has refused to answer, and 
the same direction is given. 

Mr. Jomansen. Mr. Chairman, I think it is a matter of interest 
which should be underscored in the record that there is no invocation 
of this protest against the matter of the association in a great many 
areas, the National Lawyers Guild and a great many others, but 
it is only in connection with the Communist Party, apparently, that 
the invocation occurs. 

Mr. Movunper. That is an observation made by Mr. Johansen. 

Mr. Porrrer. May I have the opportunity to respond to the observa- 
tion? 

Mr. Movutper. Yes. 

Mr. Porrer. In the first place, I deem it important to emphasize, 
as indeed the Supreme Court has emphasized, that probably the most 
fundamental right of association is the right of political association, 
political affiliation. As a matter of fact, that is really the heart of 
the fundamental meaning of the rights guaranteed to the people in 
influencing the course of the policies of our Government. 

Mr. Mounper. In that connection, may I ask you, do you consider 
the Communist Party or the international Communist Party a move- 
ment in the light of political affiliation as we so consider it here in 
America, as we consider political association ¢ 

Mr. Porver. I would only say this, that I believe that any inquiry 
or investigation into a person’s membership in the Communist Party 
falls within the same constitutional guarantees as his membership in 
any other political party. That is generally the constitutional posi- 
tion which I take. 
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I believe that that is the direction which the court has taken, and 
I believe, as a matter of fact, that the determination of that question 
is probably at the center of the great concern which I and many 
others have had over these many years regarding the unlawful char- 
acter of these inquiries. ; 

Mr. Doyir. May I inquire? You say the direction which the court 
has taken. Do you know of any decision by our high courts which 
holds that the Communist Party is a political party / 

Mr. Porrer. Well, yes, there are such decisions. 

Mr. Dorie. My recollection is that our courts have very uniformly 
held that the Communist Party in this country is not a political party 
in the sense of the experience of the American people. It is anything 
but. They have generally held that it is a conspiracy. 

Have you any decision to the contrary ? 

Mr. Porrer. Yes. I don’t think that you state the law correctly. 

Mr. Doyir. I am not undertaking to state it verbatim. 

Mr. Porrer. As a matter of fact, in the very area of passports, the 

Supreme Court in the Kent-Briehl case has Said the following, and 
it is a short quote directly in response to what you are asking: 
We deal with beliefs, with associations, with ideological matters. We must 
remember that we are dealing here with citizens who have neither been 
accused of crimes nor found guilty. They are being denied their freedom 
of movement solely because of their refusal to be subjected to inquiry into 
their beliefs and associations. They do not seek to escape the law nor to 
violate it. They may or may not be Communists. But assuming they are, 
the only law which Congress has passed expressly curtailing the movement 
of Communists across our borders has not yet become effective. 

Let me add to that that the Congress itself, in the Internal Security 
Act, has quite specifically stated that membership in the Commu- 
nist Party, per se, even officership in the Communist Party, per se, 
is not violative of criminal law. 

So you see this issue—which I think has been very largely mis- 
understood and which I believe lies at the very heart of the problems 
we are confronted with here today, and have been for many years, and 
which I set forth with what I hope you believe, and I think you do, 
with earnestness and sincerity—is one that, in my opinion, requires 
the kind of solution which I have indicated it does by the nature of 
my objection. 

Mr. Doyte. I think you referred to a decision by a 5 to 4 vote? 

Mr. Porrer. Yes. 

Mr. Doyie. Am I in error? 

Mr. Porrrr. No, you are quite correct. 

Mr. Tavenner. The portion that you read of the decision does not 
squarely go to the question that you have raised. But I notice that 
you failed to refer to Justice Jackson’s decision in the Douds case, 
in which he specifically held that the Communist Party is not a 
political organization within the meaning and sense as we know it 
in this country. And neither have you referred to Justice Pretty- 
man’s decision in which he said that he was willing to go along with 
Congress in its findings as to the nature of the conspiracy in which 
the are involved. 

Mr. Porrer. Of course, the opinion you speak of was not the opin- 
ion of the court, in the first place. But since then there have been 
so many decisions, including most recently the Yates decision, by the 
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court, the decision on passport cases, the Watkins decision relating to 
congressional investigations, that I think that your statement is not 
accurate as a matter of law. 

Mr. Movtprr. Lest we get into too many arguments concerning the 
decisions of the Supreme Court and differences of opinion about the 
law, you have refused to give us any answers to questions concern- 
ing your activity while over in Europe in connection with your pass- 
port. It is possible that you may have some information about your 
conferences and discussions with Soviet party leaders, as well as Soviet 
officials, while abroad concerning the Communist Party activities in 
this country, its objectives in connection with the international Com- 
munist movement. 

You have refused to answer questions which counsel was attempting 
to lead up to concerning that subject and that matter, I should say. 

Mr. Porrer. I would only comment that it is not correct to say 
that I have refused to answer questions regarding my trips abroad. 
ong JOHANSEN. Let the record show that the chairman did not say 
that. 

Mr. Popper. I beg your pardon. I understood the chairman did 
say that, but I am perfectly willing 

Mr. Moutper. I will ask you this question: While you were over- 
seas, did you have conferences with any Soviet officials while in 
Russia ? 

Mr. Porrrr. The question is far too vague for me to be able to 
answer in the first place. 

Mr. Mourprr. That is a very simple question as to whether or not 
agg a conference with a Soviet party leader or Soviet party 
official. 

Mr. Porrer. No, the question is not specific as to time, what trip 
you are talking about. 

Mr. Moutper. We will say any time while you were over in Russia, 
in the Soviet Union. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Porrer. I see. Thus far I have been asked only about discus- 
sions relating to the possibility of discussions of an association na- 
ture, of a political nature. Those are the only questions which I have 
refused to answer. Therefore, what you have just said must neces- 
sarily be confined to the questions which have thus far been asked. 
Should I be asked questions that are not within that area but are 
possibly questions that I would answer, having to do with trips abroad, 
we would have a difficult situation. 

But thus far I have only been asked questions—— 

Mr. Moutper. I just asked you that question. 

Mr. Popper. What was that? 

Mr. Movtper. Whether or not any time while you were overseas 
and in the Soviet Union you conferred with any Soviet officials. 

Mr. Popper. I said, for instance, first while I was at Nuremberg, 
that I was invited to the Soviet Union by not a government official, 
but a member of the Soviet delegation there. I have gone abroad on 
legal business. And while abroad on legal business, for instance, I 
did discuss affairs of law, legal representation. As far as I can 
remember, however, while in the Soviet Union, that is to say while 
I was in the Soviet Union, I did discuss with one or more officials 
the problems connected with my legal representation. 
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As I say, I will certainly be glad to tell you that. 

Mr. Movutper. You say you discussed with one or more of the Soviet 
Union officials your problems in connection with your representation ? 

Mr. Porrrer. Not my problems. Legal problems in connection with 
professional—— 

Mr. Dorie. Of course, we are not interested in questioning you as 
to your professional representation of any client, as I see it. I am 
sure there was no indication by any of us that we are interested in 
that field, certainly. 

Mr. Moutper. Let me ask this one more question: 

Did you discuss with those officials, or any other officials, the prog- 
ress being made by the Communist Party in the United States? 

Mr. Boupry. Did you say the progress, Mr. Chairman ? 

Mr. Movutper. The progress of the Communist Party. 

Or did you make a report or give them any information concern- 
ing the Communist Party in this country ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Popper. If you are implying or if you are asking whether I, in 
some Official capacity, either carried instructions or anything of that 
kind, I did not. 

If you are asking me whether I had discussions on my own with 
regard to polities, and so forth, I will tell you I will decline to answer 
such questions, because it is just another variation of the same sort 
of question which I have said you have no right to inquire into. 

Mr. Moutper. You referred to your problems in a legal capacity. 
Did you diseuss with the Soviet officials the problems of the Com- 
munist Party in this country 4 

Mr. Porrrr. I just answered that question. 

Mr. Doytr. May I ask a question that may be a little bit different ? 

While over there in the Soviet Union, during the period we are 
discussing, did you discuss with Soviet Communist Party leaders 
or officials the activities of the Communist Party in the United 
States? I am not referring now to their ideology, their beliefs, but 
I am referring to their activities in the United States. 

Mr. Porrer. Surely, Mr. Doyle, you must understand that again 
what you are doing is attempting to establish whether I am, or have 
been, a member of the Communist Party. I have respectfully de- 
clined to answer that. 

Mr. Doyrr. I didn’t assume that, Mr. Popper, in my question. 
You are an American citizen. I would assume that you would have 
a right to go to Europe, even to Soviet Russia, and discuss even with 
Soviet Communist officials, if you did it without violating your citi- 
zenship in the United States and your pledges of citizenship. I 
would assume that you would have a legal right to discuss, wouldn’t 
you, the activities of the Communist Party of the United States? 

Mr. Popper. I should think I would have the right to discuss any 
subject of the kind you are talking about with anyone, anywhere in 
the world. 

Mr. Dorie. Why, then, do you object to answering my question ¢ 

Mr. Poprrrr. I told you why. Because your question seeks to es- 
tablish whether I am or was a member of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Doyte. I am not seeking to establish that. 

Mr. Porrer. That is what I understand to be the meaning of your 
question. 
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Mr. Doyte. I will say in asking the question I am not assuming 
you are a Communist, no matter what I know or believe. 

Mr. Bouprn. That statement is clearly improper, Mr. Doyle. I 
think you know that. I suggest you withdraw it. 

Mr. Movtper. Counsel understands the rules of the committee. 

I have one more question to ask the witness at this point. 

While you were there in conference, as you state that you were, 
with Soviet officials or Soviet party leaders, did you advise them or 
inform them of industrial problems, economic problems, and the 
general philosophy of our Government as it exists in this country or 
any other matters concerning industrial production, unemployment, 
and your opinion as to the sentiment of the people of this country on 
those problems, aside from political affiliations, independent of what 
you call political affiliations? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Porrrer. I frankly don’t understand your question. It has so 
many things about it that I don’t know how to even approach an 
answer to that question. 

Mr. Bouprn. Mr. Chairman, excuse me a second. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Moutper. I think the question is quite clear. 

Proceed. 

Mr. Jonuansen. Did you, at any time while you were in the Soviet 
Union, discuss with officials of either the Soviet Union or the Commu- 
nist Party the matter of whether the Smith Act is violative of the 
constitutional guarantees and the Bill of Rights? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Porrrr. I really have no recollection of any such specific dis- 
cussion on that subject, except as I have told you in relation to talk- 
ing with lawyers about the subject. That is about the only thing I 
can recall in that line. 

Mr. Moutper. Proceed, Mr. Tavenner. 

Mr. Tavenner. I hand you a photostatic copy of an application 
purportedly signed by you on March 30, 1954. Will you examine it, 
please, and state whether or not you filed that application ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Tavenner. State also whether or not that is your signature. 

Mr. Moutper. That will be Exhibit No. 6? 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes, sir. I desire to offer the document in evidence 
and ask that it be marked “Popper Exhibit No. 6.” 

Mr. Movutper. The record will show that the witness and counsel 
are examining the document referred to, that is, the witness’ counsel 
and the witness. It is marked Popper Exhibit No. 6. 

(Document marked “Popper Exhibit No. 6” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Porrrr. It looks like an accurate photostatic copy. The date 
of the application is March 30, 1954. I call your attention to the fact 
that on the front of it there is a date of July 3, 1957. I don’t know the 
reason for that. 

But at any rate I will say that is probably correct. 

Mr. Moutper. Exhibit No. 6 is admitted in evidence and will be 
made a part of the record. 

Mr. ‘Tavenner. Did you receive the passport pursuant to that ap- 
plication ? 
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Mr. Popper. No. 

Mr. Taverner. Did you receive a letter from the State Department 
with to it? 

Mr. Porrer. I think I did. 

Mr. Tavenner. I hand you a photostatic copy of what is alleged to 
be a letter sent to you in response to your application. 

Will you examine it, please ? 

(Document was handed to the w itness. ) 

Mr. Moutper. The document referred to by counsel will be marked 
“Popper Exhibit No. 7.” The record will show the witness is ex- 
amining the document. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

(Document marked “Popper Exhibit No. 7” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Popper. Yes, I believe that is the letter I received. 

Mr. Moutper. That is a true and correct copy of the letter referred 
to by counsel, a photostatic copy ? 

Mr. Porrer. It seems tome. _I think it is correct. 

Mr. Movutper. Exhibit No. 7 is admitted in evidence and made a 
part of the record. 

Mr. Tavenner. I desire to read the letter into evidence. This is a 
letter from R. B. Shipley, Director, Passport Office. It is under date 
of June 4, 1954, and it is addressed to Mr. Martin Popper, 860 River- 
side Drive, New Y ork, N.Y.: 


Dear Mr. Poprer: I regret to inform you that after careful consideration of 
your application for passport facilities which you executed on March 30, 1954, 
the Department of State is obliged to disapprove your application tentatively on 
the ground that the granting of such passport facilities is precluded under the 
provisions of Section 51.135 of Title 22 of the Code of Federal Regulations. A 
copy of the pertinent Regulations is enclosed for your information. 

In cases coming within the purview of the Regulations above referred to, it 
is the practice of the Department to inform the applicant of the reasons for the 
disapproval of his request for passport facilities insofar as the security regula- 
tions will permit. In your case it has been alleged that you were a Communist. 

The Department has concluded that your case also falls within the scope of 
subsection (b) of Section 51.135 as that subsection is amplified by subsection (b) 
of Section 51.141 of the aforementioned regulations. The opinion of the De- 
partment is that the evidence indicates on your part a consistent and prolonged 
adherence to the Communist Party line on a variety of issues and through shifts 
and changes of that line during a period of many years. It has been alleged 
that you were a member of the National Lawyers Guild and represented that 
organization at a meeting of the National Delegation of Democratic Lawyers 
held in Prague commencing on September 6, 1948. It was also alleged that you 
were a sponsor of the Pro-Soviet Cultural and Scientific Conference for World 
Peace held at New York City on March 25, 1949, and that you were a modera- 
tor on the topic “Peace and Civil Rights” on June 7, 1949, at the Citizens Con- 
ference for Peace which was held on June 7, 8, 1949, at New York City. It was 
further alleged that you were selected by the Communist Party to endeavor to 
influence Judge Medina to grant a motion for mistrial in the trial of the 11 
Communists, and that you helped prepare the brief in support of the motion to 
Stay execution of judgment for contempt of the lawyers who participated in the 
trial of the 11 Communist leaders. You were reported to have attended the 
celebration of the 30th anniversary of the founding of the Republic of Czecho- 
slovakia on October 28, 1948, and you also accepted an invitation to the 31st anni- 
versary of the October Revolution held at the Soviet Embassy on November 7, 
1948. You were alleged to have been active in endeavoring to prevent the en- 
actment of the Mundt-Nixon Bill and you were reported to have signed an open 
letter to Senators and Congressmen urging the defeat of President Truman’s 
arms program. Your connection with the National Council of the Arts, Sciences 
and Professions is also said to have followed the Communist Party line. 
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You are also alleged to have been a member of the Board of Directors of the 
American Committee for the Protection of Foreign Born, a member of the Execu- 
tive Committee of the National Federation for Constitutional Liberties, and a 
member of the Civil Rights Congress. The above-named organizations have been 
cited by the Attorney General as subversive and Communistic. 

It is also alleged that you have spoken in favor of the Communist movement 
and have been closely associated with known Communists. 

Under Section 51.137 of the Regulations you may present your case and all 
relevant information informally to the Passport Office. If you desire to take 
advantage of this provision you may appear before a hearing officer of the 
Passport Office and you may be represented by counsel. In any event you will be 
required to submit a sworn statement whether you are now or ever have been 
a Communist. 

If you do not desire a hearing, the Department will give consideration to any 
written statement under oath which you may desire to submit concerning the 
matter, provided that you incinde therein a statement as to whether you are now 
or ever have been a Communist. 

You are assured that any information or evidence which you may supply will 
receive most careful consideration— 
and so forth. 

Mr. Bovpry. Have you read the entire letter? 

Mr. Tavenner. No. 

Mr. Boupr. Is there a reason? 

Mr. Tavenner. No. I will read it. I was just looking at it. 
and that every effort will be made to act upon your application promptly and 
justly. The Department desires to emphasize that the passport records are confi- 
dential Government records and any information which you may submit or which 
may be received from other sources in connection with your application will not 
be made known to the public or to any unauthorized person unless you release 
it. The Department reserves the right to disclose factual information to supple 
ment or correct any statement which a passport applicant may release for publi- 
cation concerning the reasons why he was denied a passport or the Department’s 
action in his case. 

If a reply to this letter is not received within thirty days it will be assumed 
that you do not wish to have your case reconsidered at this time. 

Sincerely yours, 
For the Secretary of State: 
R. B. SuHIPley, 
Director, Passport Office. 

You did not reply tothat letter, did you? 

Mr. Poprrr. No, that is not accurate. 

It would seem to me the fact that you do not know that I made a 
response to that would indicate that the policies which the Department 
says it carries out in that letter have been violated in a number of ways. 
It is, I might say, a very shocking thing for a citizen to come before 
this committee and find that what the Department itself indicated 
would be confidential communications between it and citizens are dis- 
closed for purposes such as this hearing. The fact is that I made 
the following response : 

I met with a representative of the Department and told him why 
I believe that the denial of the passport on the grounds set forth were 
unlawful, and why they violated my rights in several different. re- 
spects. 

I filed a brief in support of my legal position. I also responded 
quite specifically, and I wish to today, to two allegations relating to my 
professional activities, one which makes the statement, unfounded in 
fact as far as I can tell, that I had anything whatsoever to do with 
any effort to influence Judge Medina in connection with the trial 
which he was then conducting. The undisputed fact is that I never 
did any such thing or had anything to do with any such thing. 
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I respond to that because it deals with my professional activity, my 
professional conduct. But it is a sign of irresponsibility of a Govern- 
ment agency that it should make a statement of that kind regarding 
a lawyer. 

I also responded directly to the other allegation regarding profes- 
sional activity on my part, which was based, among other things, 1n 
the refusal to give me a passport, namely that I filed a brief, or some- 
thing to that effect, in support of a lawyer or lawyers who were appeal- 

ing from a conviction of contempt of court. I pointed out to the 
Department that indeed I was the lawyer in one stage of the proceed- 
ing and argued the case before a member of the United States Su- 
preme Court, and that to assert that as a ground for denial of a 
passport shows how far they were going in those days. 

In any event, I am very glad, of course, as are so many other 
American citizens, that the power asserted by the Department in those 
days has been held finally to be unlawful. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you employed by the Communist Party to 
perform any function in the Smith Act trial or of any of the attorneys 
charged with contempt in that case? 

(Witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Porrer. The question is a most improper one as to who em- 
ploys a lawyer or retains a lawyer. That is certainly not pertinent 
to any investigation this committee has a right to make. But the 
fact of the matter 1s I was retained by the defendants in that contempt 
of court proceeding. 

Mr. Doyte. May I inquire? Was the Communist Party a defend- 
ant in that meeting’ 

Mr. Porrer. No. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Porprer. The Communist Party was not a defendant. 

Mr. Doyte. I felt that my question was proper in view of your 
observation. 

Mr. Popper. As I say, I don’t think that any of these questions are 
proper, but they deal with an area of my professional relationship 
and also what the State Department said about it. 

The defendants in that case were the lawyers and Eugene Dennis, 
who was acting on his own behalf during the trial. He was pro se. 

Mr. TaveNNER. Were you a member of the Civil Rights Congress 
prior to that time or at that time? 

Mr. Porrer. Well, you know, I don’t recall that. I know there was 
such an assertion made, but I don’t recall whether or not I was ever 
a member of the Civil Rights Congress. I cannot either affirm or 
deny that, because I really don’t know. I don’t remember. 

Mr. TaveNNeR. Were you a member of the executive committee of 
the National Federation for Constitutional Liberties ? 

Mr. Popper. Well, I don’t know that either. I don’t recall that I 
was ever in that position. 

But I really don’t know. I can’t recall whether I was a member 
of the board of directors or not. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you affiliated with the National Council of 
the Arts, Sciences and Professions ? 

Mr. Porrer. Yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Communist Party in 
1954 when you made this application for a passport ¢ 
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Mr. Porrer. I decline to answer that question upon the same 
grounds. 


Mr. Tavenner. Did you make application for an additional pass- 
port prior to April 1956 for the purpose of visiting the Soviet Union, 

zechoslovakia, Rumania, and Hungary? 

Mr. Popper. Prior to 1956? 

Mr. TAvENNER. Yes. 

Mr. Popper. I will have to have my recollection refreshed. 

Mr. Bouptn. Have you an application there which will guide us 
as to date, et cetera, Mr. Tavenner? 

Mr. Tavenner. The date does not appear, but there is a statement 
that you plan to travel prior to April 29, 1956. It is not signed. 

Sareea was handed to the witness. ) 

The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Porrer. That seems to be an unsigned application. 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes; I said it was an unsigned application. I ask 
you if you did apply. 

Mr. Popper. I think this does refresh my recollection. 

I think I applied for a passport in 1956 for the purpose of making 
a business trip, and I think it was a request for a passport for a lim- 
ited period of time. I don’t know whether that appears on here or 
not. 

Yes; it does—3 to 4 months. I said that was the length of stay. 

I think I did, as a matter of fact, ask for that if they would not give 
me one for two years. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was that application denied ? 

Mr. Porrer. Well, if it can be said to be an application it was 
denied. The only point I am making is that it was not signed. So 
I don’t know what the formal status of the application was. But I 
think it was denied, however. 

Mr. Tavenner. Didn’t you receive a letter from Frances G. Knight, 
Director of Passport Office, dated April 23, 1956, denying specifically 
the application ? 

T hand you the letter for your examination. 

(Document was handed to the witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Popper. Yes, I think that is accurate. 

Mr. Tavenner. I desire to offer the letter in evidence and ask that 
it be marked “Popper Exhibit No. 8.” 

Mr. Movtper. The document referred to will be marked “Exhibit 
No. 8” and admitted into evidence. 

(Document marked “Popper Exhibit No. 8” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Tavenner. I will quote this from the letter: 

This action is predicated upon information reflecting membership in the Com- 
munist Party and participation over a span of years in the activities of Com- 
munist front organizations. The Department has reason to believe that your 
proposed travel would further the cause of the world Communist movement. 
The Department feels, therefore, that the extension of passport facilities to 
you would be contrary to the national interest. 
a you a member of the Communist Party at that time, April 23, 
1956 ? 
Mr. Porrrr. I respectfully decline to answer upon the same grounds. 
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Mr. Tavenner. Had you been a member of the Communist Party 
at any time prior to that! 

Mr. Porrer. I respectfully decline to answer that question upon the 
same grounds, 

Mr. Movuxper. At this point, ask him if he is a member of the 
Communist Party now. 

Are you now a member of the Communist Party, Mr. Popper? 

Mr. Popper. I respectfully decline to answer upon the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Popper, there was a witness before this com- 
mittee in December 1955 by the name of Mr. Mortimer Riemer. Mr. 
Riemer had been a member of the Communist Party of New York. 
He was a lawyer. He advised this committee of the circumstances 
relating to his becoming a member of the Communist Party and the 
reasons for his getting out of the Communist Party. He was the first 
secretary of the National Lawyers Guild. 

He gave this committee considerable information regarding the 
organization, the initial organization, of the National Lawyers Guild. 

I asked him to describe the Communist Party group to which he was 
first assigned. He said it was a group composed exclusively of law- 
yers in New York City. He identified some of those. 

In one statement he identified Martin Popper, Alex Racobin,' and 
Harry Sacher as members of that group with him. 

Was he correct in identifying you as a member of that group of 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Boupry. Could I see the testimony referred to? 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes, sir. 

(Document was handed to the witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Porrrr. I decline to answer that question upon the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. May I have a direction that he answer? 

Mr. Movuvper. The witness is directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Movuuper. Any questions, Mr. Doyle 

Mr. Dorie. No questions. 

Mr. Mr. Johansen ? 

Mr. JoHANSEN. No questions. 

Mr. Moutper. The witness is excused. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Victor Michael Berman, will you come forward 
please ? 

Mr. Moutper. Be sworn, please. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony which you are about to 
give before this committee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Berman. Yes, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF VICTOR MICHAEL BERMAN, ACCOMPANIED BY 
COUNSEL, LEONARD B. BOUDIN 


Mr. Tavenner. What is your full name, please, sir? 
Mr. Berman. Victor Michael Berman. 
Mr. Tavenner. It is noted that you are accompanied by counsel. 


1 This is a reference to Alex Racolin. 
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Will counsel please identify himself for the record ? 

Mr. Bouprn. Leonard B. Boudin, 25 Broad Street. 

Mr. Tavenner. When and where were you born, Mr. Berman? 

Mr. Berman. In New York City, February 8, 1931. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where do you now reside ? 

Mr. Berman. 90 LaSalle Street, New York City. 

Mr. Tavenner. What is your present occupation ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Berman. I am unemployed at present. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Berman, will you state briefly your educational 
background ? 

Mr. Berman. No, sir. I decline to answer on the grounds of my 
constitutional privilege under the fifth amendment; my rights under 
the first amendment; also on the grounds that the committee has no 
jurisdiction to ask me these questions; and, lastly, on the grounds this 
question does not have any pertinence to your present investigation. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you at present a student at Howard University / 

Mr. Berman. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. With regard to pertinency, you were present when 
the chairman read the purpose of this meeting from his opening 
statement and the committee resolution ? 

Mr. Berman. Yes, sir, I was. 

Mr. Dorie. And you were present also and within hearing distance 
and did hear our committee counsel explain to the previous witness 
the pertinency of this same line of questions, did you not ? 

Mr. Berman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. I hand you a photostatic copy of a passport appli- 
cation purportedly signed by Victor M. Berman under date of Sep- 
tember 8, 1958. I will ask you if that is a copy of your application 
and if that appears to be your signature. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

(Document handed to the witness. ) 

Mr. Berman. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I desire to offer the document in evidence and ask 
that it be marked “Berman Exhibit No. 1.” 

Mr. Movtper. The document referred to by counsel will be marked 
“Berman Exhibit No. 1” and is admitted in evidence. 

(Document marked “Berman Exhibit No. 1” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Mr. Movtprr. The witness is advised that the response made to the 
question propounded by counsel is not acceptable to the committee, 
and you are directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Berman. I decline for the same reasons. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did I understand that you refuse to state whether 
or not the signature to this application is your signature ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Berman. Yes, sir, I do. 

Mr. Tavenner. Underneath the photograph on the passport appli- 
cation there are three questions: 

Are you now a member of the Communist Party? 


Have you ever been a member of the Communist Party? 
If ever a member, state period of membership. 
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All three of those questions fail to have been answered. 

Will you tell the committee, please, whether you were a member of 
the Communist Party on September 8, 1958 ? 

Mr. Berman. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Moutper. Counsel’s inquiry regarding the questions which you 
failed to answer refer to the questions on Exhibit 1, the application 
for passport. That is the application you signed, isn’t it ? 

Mr. Berman. I have sleaiy declined to answer that question. 

Mr. Moutper. You also decline to answer the question as to whether 
or not you answered the questions concerning your Communist Party 
activities or affiliations referred to in Exhibit No. 1; is that correct? 

Mr. Berman. I have so declined. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee’s investigation indicates that you 
were issued on June 28, 1949, a passport. Did you receive it ? 

Mr. Berman. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you traveled abroad on any passport? 

Mr. Berman. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Communist Party on 
June 28, 1949? 

Mr. Berman. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Moutper. As I understand, you are claiming the first and fifth 
amendments ? 

Mr. Berman. I am claiming the first and fifth amendments. I am 
claiming lack of jurisdiction of the committee, and I am claiming lack 
of pertinency of these questions to the investigation. 

Mr. Tavenner. I offer in evidence passport application bearing date 
of June 24, 1949, and ask that it be marked “Berman Exhibit No, 2.” 

Mr. Movutper. The document referred to by counsel will be marked 
“Berman Exhibit No, 2” and admitted in evidence and made a part 
of the record. 

(Document marked “Berman Exhibit No. 2” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Dorie. May I see the application to ask a question ? 

There is a picture here. I am looking at the picture and then I am 
looking at the witness. In my judgment, there is no question that the 
picture is a picture of this witness. 

Mr. Mounper. Proceed, Mr. Tavenner. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you travel under the 1949 passport to Hun- 
gary ¢ 

Mr. Berman. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Weren’t you, as a matter of fact, a delegate to the 
World Youth Festival which was held in Budapest, in August of 
19497 

Mr. Berman. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Mounper. You are again directed to answer the questions which 
counsel is asking. 

Mr. Tavenner. I hand you an account of that festival, written by 
Vic Reinemer, entitled “How Our Commies Defame America Abroad.” 

The author, a graduate of Montana University, relates the appalling things he 


saw and heard as a delegate to the widely advertised students’ “Peace” rally in 
Budapest. <A factual report that will astonish—and anger—you. 
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Have you read that? 

(Document handed to the witness.) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Movuper. The record should show that counsel handed the 
witness the pages cut from a newspaper or magazine containing the 
article referred to in his question. 

Mr. Berman. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Chairman, the paper is too long to attempt to 
read it in light of the circumstances i have just developed, but I 
would like for the committee to read it when it has an opportunity. 

Mr. Movuvper. Are you asking that it be placed in the record ¢ 

Mr. Tavenner. No, sir. I would like to have it marked for identi- 
fication. 

Mr. Moutper. The document referred to by counsel is marked “Ber- 
man Exhibit No. 3” for identification only, and will be filed as a part 
of this proceeding. 

(Document marked ‘Berman Exhibit No. 3” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. TavenNnER. Were you acquainted with Roosevelt Ward, a mem- 
ber of the Communist Party from the United States who was chair- 
man of the Resolutions Committee [of the American delegation] at 
that Festival ? 

Mr. Berman. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you support and endorse the resolutions intro- 
duced by the American delegation ? 

Mr. Berman. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you take part in the preparation of an exhibit 
entitled, “A Manifesto to Truman,” which was a protest against the 
warlike policy of the Government, the American Government ? 

Mr. Berman. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Berman, did you serve as chairman of the Stu- 
dent Branch of the Communist Party at the University of Colorado 
in 1949? 

Mr. Berman. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you affiliated with the Bill Haywood Branch 
of the ( Jommunist Party in Boulder, Colo., at any time between 1949 
and 1953 

Mr. Berman. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Was your membership transferred from the Com- 
munist Party in Colorado to the New York section of the Communist 
Party in 1954? 

Mr. Berman. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. As a means of effecting your transfer, was a United 
States dollar bill used as the medium in which the identification num- 
ber on the bill was the method of identification ? 

Mr. Berman. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you now a member of the Communist Party? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Berman. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. [have no further questions. 
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Mr. Mourper. Mr. Doyle? 

Mr. Dorie. No questions. 

Mr. Mounper. Mr. Johansen ? 

Mr. JoHANnseN. Have you ever been a member of the Armed Forces? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Berman. No, I was not, sir. 

Mr. JoHANSEN. That isall. 

Mr. Dorie. Was it on the grounds of physical disqualification ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Berman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Movutper. The committee will recess until 2 p.m. this afternoon. 

(Members of the subcommittee present at the taking of the recess 
were Representatives Moulder, Doyle, and Johansen. ) 

(Whereupon, at 11:55 a.m., Friday, June 5, 1959, the subcommittee 
recessed, to reconvene at 2 p.m., the same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION, FRIDAY, JUNE 5, 1959 


(The subcommittee reconvened at 2 p.m. in the Caucus Room of 
the Old House Office Building, Hon. Morgan M. Moulder, chairman 
of the subcommittee, presiding. ) 

Mr. Movtper. The committee will be in order. 

(Members of the subcommittee present at the convening of the aft- 
ernoon session were Representatives Moulder, Doyle, and Johansen. ) 

Mr. Moutper. Call your next witness, Mr, Tavenner. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Sidney Efross, please come forward. 

Mr. Movutper. Be sworn, please. 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give be- 
fore this subcommittee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ¢ 

Mr. Erross. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF SIDNEY T. EFROSS, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
JOSEPH FORER 


Mr. Tavenner. Would you state your full name, please, sir? 
Mr. Erross. Sidney Efross. 

Mr, Tavenner. What is your middle name ? 

Mr. Erross. Tzvie. 

Mr. Tavenner. T-z-v-i-e? 

Mr. Erross. Yes. 


Mr 

Mr. Tavenner. And how do you spell it ? 

Mr. Erross. E-f-r-o-s-s. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will counsel accompanying the witness please iden- 
tify himself for the record ? 

Mr. Forer. Joseph Forer, 711 14th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 

Mr. Tavenner. When and where were you born, Mr. Efross? 

Mr. Erross. Washington, September 25, 1923. 

Mr. Tavenner. Washington, D.C.? 


Mr. Tavenner. And your last name? 
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Mr. Erross. D.C., yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. Would you briefly outline your educational back- 
ground, please ? 

Mr. Erross. I went to public school in Washington, high school in 
Washington, graduated from the University of Maryland while I was 
in the Army. 

Mr. Tavenner. What was the date of your graduation? 

Mr. Erross. Well, it would have been in 1943 after I was drafted. 
I was drafted in February 1943. 

And took graduate work at Columbia University after I got out of 
the Army. I got an M.A. degree there. 

Mr. Tavenner. In your undergraduate work at Maryland, what 
was your major? 

Mr. Erross. Economics. 

Mr. Tavenner. And did you take your master’s degree in eco- 
nomics 

Mr. Erross. Yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. When did you get your master’s degree? 

Mr. Erross. I think that was 1947, if Iam not mistaken. It was 
about two years after I got out of the Army. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you outline for the committee your occupa- 
tional background? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Erross. I decline to answer that question on the following 
grounds: Firstly, I don’t think that the question is relevant to the 
committee’s jurisdiction; secondly, I think the committee is an un- 
constitutional body and is violating my rights under the first amend- 
ment; and thirdly, I claim my privilege under the fifth amendment 
not to be a witness against myself. 

Mr. TavenneErR. How are you now employed? 

Mr. Erross. I am a painter. 

Mr. Tavenner. How long have you been a painter? 

Mr. Erross. About five years. 

Mr. Tavenner. Prior to that what was your employment ? 

Mr. Movutper. What kind of painting? When we say a painter, 
we mean a house painter. 

Mr. Erross. That is what I mean, too. 

Mr. Forer. The other kind is an artist. 

Mr. Thank you. 

Mr. Erross. I would like to claim that. 

Roo Tavenner. So that is for five years. That is back to about 
1954 ¢ 

Mr. Erross. That is right. 

Mr. Tavenner. Where did you live prior to 1954? 

Mr. Erross. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. What was your occupation prior to 1954? 

Mr. Erross. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. In January 1953, did you file an application for a 
United States passport ? 

Mr. Erross. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 


PASSPORT SECURITY 851 


Mr. Tavenner. I hand you a 
passport, bearing the date of 
signature of Sidney T. Efross. 

Will you examine it, please, and state whether or not that is your 
signature ¢ 

(Document handed to the witness.) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Movtper. The record should show that Witness Efross is ex- 
amining the document referred to by Mr. Tavenner. 

It will be marked “Efross Exhibit No. 1.” 

(Document marked “Efross Exhibit No. 1” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Mountpzr. Show at the beginning of this session, that all mem- 
bers of the subcommittee are present, Mr. Reporter. 

Mr. Erross. [ decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Efross, this photostatic copy of an application 
for passport shows that the person making it proposed to stay abroad 
a period of 1 month, and to visit England, France, Italy, and Bel- 
gium, while traveling as a tourist. 

Did you seek permission to travel abroad in those countries? 

Mr. Erross. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. It is noted on the passport that the occupation of 
warehouseman is given by the person whose name is signed to this 
application. Were you a warehouseman in 1953? 

Mr. Erross. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Mourper. Does the application show the signature of the ap- 
plicant, Mr. Tavenner? If so, would you spell it for the record? 

Mr. Tavenner. The signature appearing is S-i-d-n-e-y T. 
E-f-r-0-s-s. 

Mr. Mourper. That is the signature that appears upon the photo- 
static copy designated as Efross Exhibit No. 1? 

Mr. TavenNneEr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dorie. That application appears to me to have a pretty good 
picture of the witness. 

Mr. Moctper. What is your full name? 

Mr. Erross. Sidney Tzvie Efross. 

Mr. Moutper. I didn’t hear the middle name. 

Mr. Erross. It is the Hebrew for the word “Hersh,” which means 
“Dear.” 

Mr. Tavenner. The first letter is T? 

Mr. Erross. That is correct. 

Mr. Tavenner. The middle initial of your name is T, which is 
the same as appears on the application. 

I hand you the document again and ask you to look at the photo- 
graph and state whether or not it is your photograph. 

(Document was handed to the witness. 

Mr. Forrr. Did you say this was a good likeness? 

Mr. Doyte. I think he could be identified from that very nicely. 

Mr. Erross. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Doyter. I didn’t ask you any question. 

Mr. Erross. Mr. Tavenner did. 


hotostatic copy of an application for 
j anuary 13, 1953, over the purported 
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Mr. Tavenner. Were you issued a passport ? 

Mr. Erross. I refuse—no, I was not. 

Mr. Tavenner. You were not. 

Did you receive a letter dated March 25, 1953, signed by R. B. 
Shipley, Director, Passport Office, directed to you at 980 Belmont 
Avenue, Brooklyn 8, New York, denying you a passport 

Mr. Forer. May we get a look at that? 

(Document handed to witness and counsel.) 

Mr. Tavenner. I have handed a photostatic copy of the letter to 
the witness to refresh his recollection. 

Mr. Moutper. The document referred to by counsel will be marked 
“Efross Exhibit No. 2.” 

(Document marked “Efross Exhibit No. 2,” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Movtper. The record should show that the witness and the 
counsel are examining the document. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Erross. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Moutper. May I inquire at this point ? 

You say you were not issued a passport ¢ 

Mr. Erross. Yes. 

Mr. Moutper. Did you make an application for a passport ? 

Mr. Erross. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Moutper. How could you be denied unless you made an ap- 
plication for a passport ? 

Mr. Erross. I said I was not issued one. 

Mr. Moutper. You said you were refused one. 

Mr. Erross. No, I said I was not issued one. 

Mr. JoHanseN. Were you refused one? 

Mr. Erross. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you not advised by R. B. Shipley as fol- 
lows: 

In cases coming within the purview of the Regulations above referred to, it 
is the practice of the Department to inform the applicant of the reasons for 
the disapproval of his request for passport facilities insofar as the security 
regulations will permit. In your case it has been alleged that you were a 
Communist. 

Mr. Erross. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of the Communist Party on 
the 13th day of January 1953? 

Mr. Erross. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you, either by letter or any verbal statement, 
deny to any agent of the Passport Office of the State Department 
that you had been a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Erross. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. While living in Washington, did you become 
acquainted with Mrs. Mary Markward ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 
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Mr. Erross. I decline to answer on the same ground. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you in the Armed Forces of the United 
States? 

Mr. Erross. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. During what period of time? 

Mr. Erross, 1943 through December 1955. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you return to Washington after the comple- 
tion of your service ? 

Mr. Erross. Yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. And what was that date? 

Mr. Erross. Well, that would have been when I was discharged, 
which I believe was December 1945. 

Mr. Tavenner. 1945? 

Mr. Erross. Yes. 

Mr. Jonansen. I believe the witness misspoke, or I misunderstood 
him. I thought he stated that the date of his military service was 
1943 to 1955. 

Mr. Erross. No. 1945. 

Mr. Tavenner. I understood 1955. 

Mr. Erross. I am sorry. 

Mr. JowHansen. Did you, as a member of the armed services, or 
when entering the armed services, sign a non-Communist affidavit? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Erross. I frankly don’t know. 

Mr. JoHansen. As a matter of fact, I am certain that you did, or 
at least that was required. 

Mr. Erross. I don’t believe it was at that time, as a matter of fact. 
But I am actually not certain. 

Mr. JoHansen. It could be that that was not the case at that time. 

Were you a member of the Communist Party at the time you 
joined or during your service in the Armed Forces? 

Mr. Erross. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Efross, I hand you a photostatic copy of an 
application for employment with the National Tube Company of 
Lorain, Ohio. It is over the purported signature of Sidney T. Efross. 

Will you examine it, please ? 

(Document was handed to the witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Forer. Has this something to do with passports? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Erross. Just out of curiosity, I would like to know what this 
has to do with the passport hearing. 

Mr. TAvENNER. Well, if it is mere curiosity, I am not going to 
answer it. 

Mr. Erross. Well, should I answer for any other reason ? 

Mr. Moutper. Let the record show that this document is marked 
“Efross Exhibit No. 3.” 

(Document marked “Efross Exhibit No. 3” follows :) 
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(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Erross. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. May I have a direction that the witness be required 
to answer the question ? 

Mr. Moutper. The witness is directed to answer. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Erross. I am sorry ? 

Mr. Movutper. The committee refuses to accept your reasons for 
refusing to answer, and you are directed to answer the question. 

Mr. Erross. I abide by my refusal. I can’t see that it has any rele- 
vancy to anything that the committee might question me about. 

Mr. Tavenner. The pertinency of the question is explained to you 
this way: First of all, let me ask you if you were present this morning 
when the chairman read the opening statement and the resolution of 
the committee. 

Mr. Erross. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Tavenner. I think I saw you present. 

Mr. Erross. Yes, that is correct. 

Mr. TavenNer. It is hardly necessary to explain anything further 
except this, that the committee, in reviewing the action of the State 
Department in regard to the application which has been introduced in 
evidence as Efross Exhibit No. 1, was entitled to certain information 
relating to you. The question is pertinent because it relates to infor- 
mation regarding you, which it had a right and a duty to consider in 
connection with its passing on your application for a passport. 

Now will you answer the question, please ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Tavenner. I may add in addition, however, that the informa- 
tion itself is important because it helps to frame, within the proper 
picture, the problem that the State Department is faced with in this 
field, a field in which this committee is considering the recommenda- 
tion of legislation in order to give statutory effect to regulations that 
were in existence and which now have been declared invalid by the 
Supreme Court. 

Mr. Erross. I refuse to answer on all the grounds I stated before, 
but just as a matter of fact, it seems to me that application is after 
my purported passport application, so I do not see how it could have 
any relevance to that at all. 

Mr. Tavenner. Let us see if it does. We will pursue that further. 

Mr. Jonmansen. Of course, if it did have relevance, you would still 
give the same answer. Iam sure of that. 

Mr. Tavenner. It is noted that on this application you state the 
amount of education that you had, grade school nine years; high 
school three years. 

Why didn’t you give on your application the fact that you had 
majored in economics at Maryland University and had received your 
master’s degree at Columbia ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Erross. The question assumes something to which I haven't 
testified, that is, that that is my application. 

Mr. Movutper. Is this an application, this document referred to as 
Efross Exhibit No. 3? 

Mr. Tavenner. An application for employment. 
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Mr. Movuxper. Would you hand it to him, Mr. Tavenner? 

Mr. ‘TavenNer. I did hand it to him. 

Mr. Erross. I have seen it. 

Mr. Mounper. I want you to examine it and tell me and tell the 
committee what it is. 

or Erross. I decline to answer on the grounds that I have already 
stated. 

Mr. Movutper. You have examined the document ? 

Mr. Erross. Yes. 

Mr. Moucper. And isn’t it a fact that it is an application for 
employment ¢ 

Mr. Erross. I decline to answer on the same grounds, 

Mr. Moutper. The question of Mr. Tavenner is whether or not at 
the time you made that application, in the application you stated that 
your education only extended through three years of high school, 
when, at that time, you were a graduate of Maryland University. 

Is that correct, Mr. Tavenner / 

Mr. TAvENNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Erross. It seems to me that the question is still assuming that 
that is my application. I haven’t testified that it is. I don’t see 
how I can answer that question. 

Mr. Moutprr. Did you see the signature on the application ? 

Mr. Erross. Yes. 

Mr. Mouvper. Is that a correct photostatic copy of your signature ? 

Mr. Erross. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Jonansen. Do you honestly apprehend that if you told this 
committee if it is a fact that this is an application which you filed 
for employment, that that would tend to incriminate you and make 
you subject to criminal charges ¢ 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Erross. It is possible. 

Mr. Tavenner. The real reason for your refusal to answer my 
question as to whether or not you concealed the true state of your 
educational qualifications is because you were a colonizer in the Com- 
munist Party, isn’t that true? 

Mr. Erross. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Weren’t you selected and counseled or directed as 
a well-educated, highly advanced type of individual to go into the 
shops for the purpose of colonizing for the Communist Party, as we 
have heard in so many other cases before this committee ? 

Mr. Forrer. How does he know what you have heard in other cases 
before the committee? You can’t make that part of your question. 

Mr. Tavenner. I am sure he has heard of colonizing. If he hasn’t, 
let him deny it. You know what colonization means, don’t you? 

Mr. Erross. Well, I read the papers, but I decline to answer the 
question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Haven’t you refused to tell this committee in what 
business you were engaged prior to 1954 because of the fact that you 
were a colonizer in industry for the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Erross. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you reside in Lorain, Ohio? 

Mr. Erross. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 
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Mr. Tavenner. You have told us the period you lived in Washing- 
ton. Why will you not tell us the period in which you lived in 
Lorain, Ohio, if you did? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Erross. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. ‘Tavenner. Weren’t you a member of the Communist Party 
oe were employed at the National Tube Company in Lorain, 

1i0 

Mr. Erross. I decline to answer on the same ground. 

Mr. Tavenner. Weren't you, in fact, the chairman of the steel clu) 
of the Communist Party in Lorain, Ohio? 

Mr. Erross. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. ‘Tavenner. Have you adopted at any time a name other than 
that which you have given to this committee today ? 

Mr. Erross. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Dorie. Mr. Chairman, I move he answer that question be 
cause that is a matter of identity. 

Mr. Movutper. The witness is directed to answer. 

Mr. Doyre. Whether or not your client has used some phony 
name other than his own name is a matter of identity. 

Mr. Forer. And you think that identity can never be incriminating 
in the light of the fifth amendment; is that the idea? 

Mr. Doyix. Your witness apparently thinks if we had his identity 
it might be incriminating. 

Mr. Forer. Is the witness directed to answer? 

Mr. Movutper. He claimed the fifth amendment, as I understand it. 

Mr. Forer. Yes. 

Mr. Moutper. At the request of Mr. Doyle, the witness is directed 
to answer, but I assume he will refuse on the same ground. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Erross. I decline to answer for the same reasons. 

Mr. Tavenner. Have you engaged in teaching of any kind, of any 
type? 

The witness conferred with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Erross. I decline to answer for the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you know a person by the name of Frank 
Peoples ? 

Mr. Erross. I decline to answer on the same ground. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Chairman, Frank Peoples was subpenaed to be 
here at this hearing. He was here yesterday. There was a death in 
his family. He is attending the funeral of his brother today. So it 
was necessary that we take a short statement from him of matters 
that we had proposed to produce him for here before the committee. 

Before proceeding with that, I want to hand the witness a photo- 
yraph and ask him to state whether or not he admits it is a photograph 
of him. 

(Photograph was handed to the witness. ) 

Mr. Ernoss. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I desire to offer it in evidence and ask that it be 
marked “Efross Exhibit No. 4.” 

Mr. Movtper. The photograph referred to by counsel will be 
marked “Efross Exhibit No. 4” and admitted in evidence, made a part 
of the record. 
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(Photograph marked “Efross Exhibit No. 4” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 


Mr. Mouxper. In fact, all of the exhibits heretofore submitted to 
the witness will be admitted in evidence and made a part of the record 
at the proper place in the record. 


Mr. Doyix. Mr. Chairman, at this point I ask you to engage in ob- 


serving this photograph just identified and look at the witness a few 
feet from us. Look at this picture. 


I submit it is as clear as crystal a picture of this witness. There is 
a number on it, 81966. I don’t know what that refers to. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Chairman, the witness Frank Peoples testified 
that he lived at Lorain, Ohio, where he was employed as a steel- 
worker; that he had been a member of the Communist Party there, 
and He the period of his membership had been regularly fur- 
nishing information to the Federal Bureau of Investigation. 

Now I would like to read you part of his testimony : 


Mr. Appe.t. I should like to hand you an employment photograph taken by 
the National Tube Co., of Lorain, Ohio, of an employee, Sidney Efross, and ask 
you if you knew this individual at any time. 

Mr. Peoptes. Yes, I recognize him. 

Mr. AppeLL. Would you tell the committee what knowledge you possess of 
Sidney Efross? 

Mr. Peopites. Well, I knew him only as “Sidney.” I did not know him by 
his last name; and how I came to know Sidney was through my affiliation with 
the Communist Party. 

Mr. AppeLL. Was Sidney, like yourself, a member of the Communist Party 
of Lorain, Ohio? 

Mr. Peopies. Yes, sir, he was. 

Mr. AppeELL. To what group of the Communist Party was Sidney Efross as- 
signed, to the best of your knowledge? 

Mr. xortes. The steel group. 

* * s s s 

Mr. Appetit. To your knowledge, did this individual whom you knew as “Sid- 
ney” ever hold an office within the Communist Party of Lorain, Ohio? 

Mr. Peories. Yes, he did. 

* * * * 

Mr. Apprety. As a result of the security regulations of the Communist Party, 
the larger steel group, as I understood it, was broken up into smaller groups, 
with each of the groups having a captain. 

Mr. Peopies. That is correct. 

Mr. Appetit. After the breakdown, did the captains of the smaller groups 
within the steel club of the Communist Party then meet to discuss Communist 
Party strategy as it affected the steel club? 

Mr. Prortes. That is correct. 

Mr. ApPELL. Did you as captain of one group meet with Sidney as captain of 
another group in the captains’ meetings? 

Mr. Peopies. Yes, I did, a number of times. 

Mr. Appety. Mr. Peoples, the Communist Party of the United States ceased 
reregistration of membership at different periods following the indictment of 
the first-string Communist leaders. Did the Lorain section reregister its mem- 
bership in 1949 for the year 1950? 

Mr. Propies. Yes, they did. 

Mr. ApreLL. Do you possess any knowledge as to whether Sidney Efross, 
whom you knew only by the name of Sidney, was reregistered by the Lorain 
Communist Party for the year 1950? 

Mr. Peop.es. Yes, he was. 


Was Mr. Peoples’ identification of you as a member of the steel 
club of the Communist Party correct ? 
Mr. Erross. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 
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Mr. Tavenner. Are you a member of the Communist Party now? 

Mr. Erross. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

‘ Mr. Tarnune. Have you ever been a member of the Communist 
arty 

Mr. Erross. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Movutper. Any questions, Mr. Doyle? 

Mr. Doyte. I have a couple. 

Have you any application for a passport now pending before the 
State Department ? 

Mr. Erross. No. 

Mr. Dorie. May I ask committee counsel this question: Mr. Taven- 
ner, is the picture which you have referred to as having been identi- 
fied by Mr. Peoples in that statement, the same picture which has been 
introduced here as Efross Exhibit No. 44 Is that the employment 
picture / 

hai Tavenner. That is the employment photograph of the indi- 
vidual. 

Mr. Doyter. Will you remind me of the dates, please, on which this 
witness was an employee of this Lorain company, according to the 
sworn statement of Mr. Peoples? Was that in 1945? Or was it 
1950? Which was that, Witness? 

Mr. Erross. Mr. Tavenner is looking it up. 

Mr. Doyir. May I ask you what year did you stop employment 
with the company at Lorain? 

Mr. Erross. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. The application for employment that was intro- 
duced in evidence is dated May 19, 1948. 

Mr. Doytr. When did Mr. Peoples fix the dates that he knew this 
witness as a member of the steel fraction of the Communist Party; 
what year? I think it was 1950. 

Mr. Tavenner. He doesn’t specify the period, other than to state 
what his own connection was there from 1944, that is, in the Com- 
munist Party, through 1950, and his reference to the reregistration 
of Mr. Efross in 1949 for his 1950 membership. 

Mr. Doyte. I just wish, then, to make this brief observation to the 
witness 

Mr. Tavenner. Excuse me. At a place that I did not read in Mr. 
Peoples’ testimony : 

My first time of meeting Sidney was the month of September 1949, and I was 
still in contact with him through December of 1949. 

Mr. Dorie. That sworn statement by Mr. Peoples shows that this 
witness was a member of the Communist. Party in our country. 

This is after Earl Browder was kicked out of the leadership of the 
American Communist Party as a result of the Duclos letter and the 
putting in control of the American Communist Party of Mr. Foster. 

For the life of me, Witness, I can’t understand how any loyal, 
patriotic, American laboring man, such as you—stating you have been 
a painter for the last five years, but covering up on what you did 
before as you have today—I can’t understand how in the world you 
would stay in an outfit that acted as the American Communist Party 
did in 1945 when they kicked Earl Browder out. That should have 
given you, and did give you, absolute notice of it being an inter- 
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national conspiracy with Soviet Russia in control of the American 
Communist Party. 

That is all I have to say. 

I can make every allowance within reason of any adult man or 
woman in my country being in the Communist Party as a matter of 
philosophy and study and research and other things prior to 1945. 
But how in heaven you can stay in that garbage can after 1945 or 
1946, I do not understand for the reasons stated. 

Mr. Moutprer. Have you any questions, Mr. Johansen ? 

Mr. Jomansen. I have no questions, but since my colleague re- 
ferred to Mr. Peoples’ testimony as sworn testimony, I want to make 
sure that the record clearly shows that Mr. Peoples’ testimony was 
under oath. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Tavenner. No, sir; I did not so state, but it was under oath. 

Mr. Jonuansen. Thank you. 

Mr. Moutper. The witness is excused. 

Mr. Tavenner. Elizabeth Boynton Millard, come forward, please. 

Mr. Moutper. Would you be sworn as a witness, please ? 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony which you are about to 
give before this subcommittee shall be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Miss Mitiarp. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF ELIZABETH BOYNTON MILLARD, ACCOMPANIED BY 
COUNSEL, ISIDORE G. NEEDLEMAN 


Mr. Tavenner. State your full name, please. 


Miss Mintnarp. Elizabeth Millard. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you have a middle name ¢ 

Miss Boynton. 

Mr. TavenNer. Spell it, please. 

Miss Minnarp. Boynton. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you spell it, please ? 

Miss Mittarp. B-o-y-n-t-o-n. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you Miss or Mrs? 

Miss Miss. 

Mr. Tavenner. Will counsel accompanying the witness please 
identify himself for the record 4 

Mr. Neepteman. I would prefer that no pictures be taken while 
she is testifying. 

Mr. Moviper. At the request of the counsel, the photographers will 
not take pictures of the witness. 

Mr. Nerpteman. Isidore G. Needleman, 165 Broadway, New York 
6,N.Y. 

Mr. Tavenner. When and where were you born, Miss Millard ? 

Miss Minuarp. I was born near Chicago. 

Mr. Tavenner. Do you object to stating the date? 

Miss Miniarp. More than 21 years ago. 

Mr. Movuvper. I didn’t understand you. 

Mr. Tavenner. More than 21 years ago. 

Please state your educational background, briefly. 
_ Miss Mitnarp. I respectfully decline to answer that question. I feel 
it isnot relevant to the inquiry of this committee. 


l 
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Mr. Tavenner. How are you presently employed ? 

Miss Mitiarv. I decline to answer that question under the protec- 
tion of the first and fifth amendments, and also on the ground that this 
committee lacks authority to ask the question, and it has no jurisdic- 
tion under the power granted to it by Congress. 

Mr. Tavenner. What has been your previous occupational record / 
That is, how have you been employed in the past, your main employ- 
ment ? 

Miss Mitiarp. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I hand you a photostatic ie of a passport, which 
has a picture bearing your likeness, and over the signature, purported 
signature, of Elizabeth B. Millard. 

Will you examine it, please? It bears the date of October 20, 1948. 
State whether or not that is your signature. 

(Document was handed to the witness.) 

Mr. Movuuper. The document referred to by counsel will be marked 
“Millard Exhibit No. 1.” 

(Document marked “Millard Exhibit No. 1” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Moutper. The record should show that the witness and her 
counsel are examining Millard Exhibit No. 1. 

(The witness conferred with her counsel. ) 

Mr. Jonansen. Am I correct, Mr. Counsel, that this is an applica- 
tion? I think the counsel inadvertently said it was a passport. 

Mr. Tavenner. It is an application for a passport ; yes, sir. 

What was your answer ? 

Miss Mitiarp. Would you repeat the question, please ? 

Mr. Tavenner. My question was: Will you identify the signature 
as being your signature ? 

Miss Miiiarp. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you issued a passport by the U.S. Govern- 
ment 

Miss I decline—— 

Mr. TaveNNER. Excuse me—after October 20, 1948 ? 

Miss Mituarp. I also decline to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Movutper. Would you give a brief description of this exhibit, 
Mr. Tavenner, that the witness is being questioned on ? 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes,sir. This is an application signed by the name 
of Elizabeth B. Millard, under date of October 20, 1948, to travel for 
a period of 2 months in England, France, Norway, Sweden, Denmark, 
and Italy, for the purpose of a vacation. 

My question was: Was a passport issued to you after the date of this 
application, which was October 20, 1948? 

iss Mitxarp. I decline to answer that on the same ground. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Chairman, may I have a direction that the wit- 
ness answer the question ? 

Mr. Movtprr. Yes. The witness is directed to answer the question. 
In connection with that direction, I would like to ask you if you were 
present in the hearing room while the statement was being made by 
the chairman this morning. Were you present at that time? 

Miss Mriiiarp. Yes, I was. 


Mr. Movtper. It was explaining the purposes of this hearing. 


— 
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Miss Miniarp. I was, and I still decline to answer on the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Movuuper. You are directed to answer the question. This is in 
response to my direction ? 

Miss Yes. 

Mr. Neepteman. I think the record is clear, is it not, that the 
grounds are the first, fifth, and lack of jurisdiction of the committee? 

Mr. Tavenner. I didn’t understand that she invoked the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. NeepLEMAN. She has. 

Miss Mitiarp. I have. 

Mr. Tavenner. She did? 

Mr. NEEDLEMAN. Yes. 

Mr. Tavenner. That provision of the fifth amendment regarding 
immunity from testimony where it may tend to incriminate; is that 
what you meant? 

Miss Mitnarp. That amendment. 

Mr. Moutper. As I understand it, Miss Millard, you fear that if you 
answer any questions in connection with the cinsieathin for a pass- 
port referred to as Millard Exhibit No. 1, it would tend to incriminate 
you, to expose you to criminal prosecution ? 

Miss Miuiarp. I believe that is the same question I was just asked. 
Ithink IT have answered that question. 

Mr. Mouvper. I understand that is the purport of your answer. 
You are claiming that in good faith? You think it might subject 
you to prosecution ? 

Miss Mitiarp. I have answered that question, I think. 

Mr. Tavenner. Did you engage in travel to Communist China in 
the summer of 1949? 

Miss Miiiarp. I decline to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavennen. I desire to offer in evidence a photostatic copy of 
page 5 of the Daily Worker, the issue of April 17, 1950, which has 
= headlines, “Prague to Shanghai—A New World Voyage, By Betty 
fillard.” 

Task that this be marked “Millard Exhibit No. 2.” 

Mr. Movurper. The record will show that the exhibit is marked 
“Millard Exhibit No, 2.” 

(Document marked “Millard Exhibit No. 2” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

(Document was handed to the witness. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you examine that, please, and state whether 
or not the article appearing there under your name was written by 
you? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Miss Miniarp. I decline to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Moutper. Millard Exhibit No, 2 is admitted into evidence and 
made a part of the record. 

Mr. Tavenner. I see this statement : 


I went to China as a member of a delegation of women of many countries to 
attend the Conference of the Women of Asia in Peking. This conference, two 
years in preparation and the first of its kind in history, was organized by the 
Women’s International Democratic Federation. 
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Did you go to China as a delegate from that organization ¢ 

Miss Mitiarp. I decline to answer that question on the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I notice also a reference to the fact that the Wom- 
en’s International Democratic Federation existed in— 
59 countries, which, along with the Congress of American Women, had the honor 


of being attacked not long ago by the notorious House Un-American Committee 
for its “sinister” activities on behalf of peace. 


You recognize that language, don’t you ? 

Miss Miiiarp. Are you asking me if I heard such an estimate of 
the Un-American Committee in previous—— 

Mr. Tavenner. I am asking you if you recognize that as your 
language. 

Miss Mituarp. Because I would agree that there are a good many 
people who feel that the Un-American Committee has played a very 
negative role, shall we say. 

r. TaveNNER. I am not asking you what yon agree to. I am ask- 
ing res if you recognize that as language used by you. 
iss Miran. decline to answer that question on the same 
ound. 
ie. Movutper. Well, do you now concur with it # 

Miss Minuarp. Well, I would say that, if you are asking me an 
opinion—— 

Mr. Mouwper. I am giving you an opportunity to concur. It is a 
wonderful opportunity for you. 

Miss Mitxarp. I do feel that this committee has probably done more 
to detract from the prestige of the United States abroad than possibly 
any other body vt certainly, I would say, more than any of the 
individuals whom this committee has had before it, principally, as far 
as I can determine, because they have dissented from official and 
State Department points of view on certain subjects. 

Mr. Movutper. You say it has detracted what? I didn’t under- 
stand you-—— 

Miss Mitxarp. I feel that this committee has, over a good many 
years, done a great deal to put the prestige of the United States—— 

Mr. Movuiper. Among the Communists of those countries and par- 
ticularly of the Soviet Union ? 

Miss Mitiarp. No, I would say among the people generally in the 
_ world who feel that the essence of democracy, as I feel, is the right to 
dissent and who feel that this committee and the McCarthy—in the 
McCarthy period—that element, have done a good deal to try to 
stifle democracy in that sense. 

Mr. Movurper. All right. 

Now, what do you base that opinion on ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mr. Moutprr. Was it as a result of your travels abroad ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Miss Mirxarp. I simply, like many other Americans, have been 
reading the newspaper, and have done my own thinking. That is 
the result of it. 

Mr. Movtper. Isn’t it a fact that you arrived at that opinion as a 
result of your association with Communists on your trip abroad # 

Miss Mittarp. I would not say so at all. 
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Mr. Moutper. What newspaper did you read it in? 

Miss Mitiarp. I have had that opinion, and a good many other 
Americans have had that opinion, for a good many years. 

Mr. JonansEN. I was not sure—my attention was distracted for a 
moment—whether the witness answered eategorically as to whether 
she derived that judgment with respect to this committee from in- 
formation or expressions of opinion made to her while she was abroad. 

Miss Mituarp. No, I did not say that. But if I may say so, I 
derive it in part from opinions such as this editorial in the New 
York Times. 

Mr. JonanseNn. I am not interested in the editorial. I am in- 
terested in a yes or no answer as to whether that opinion was derived 
from your contacts and experiences abroad. 

Miss Miiuarp. It is derived from the totality of my experience. 

Mr. JoHANSEN. Was it derived from your experiences or contacts 
abroad, or any part of it? 

Miss Mixiarp. I decline to answer that question on the grounds that 
I have mentioned. 

Mr. TavENNER. Between February 1 and 4, 1951, did you attend a 
meeting of the Communist International Democratic Federation of 
Women in East Germany ? 

_ Mitxiarp. I decline to answer that question on the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I hand you a photograph clipped from an issue 
of the Tagliche Runschau, a publication in East Germany, of Feb- 
ruary 4, 1951. 

The photograph will be marked “Millard Exhibit 

0. 3. 

(Photograph marked “Millard Exhibit No. 3” and retained in 
committee files.) 

(Photograph was handed tothe witness. ) 

Mr. TavenneR. I will ask if you recognize it. 

(The witness conferred with her counsel. ) 

Mr. NeepLeMan. If you can recognize anybody in that photograph, 
you are very good, Mr. Tavenner. 

Mr. TavenNER. Can you read the caption under it? Maybe that 
would help refresh your recollection. 

Miss Mitxarp. No, I am sorry to say, I don’t read German. 

Mr. Tavenner. Then let me read to you the translation of it. 

After the speech of the Korean delegate Hsu Tschen Schu, at the rally of the 
IDFF in People’s Hall on Sunday evening, the American delegate, Betty Millard, 
embraced the spokeswoman of the Korean women. This embrace illustrated 
more forcefully than any words the attitude and the wishes of American 
wives and mothers: We stand on the side of the Korean people. Down with 
the war in Korea. 

Doesn't that refresh your recollection ? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mr. Moutprer. What was the date? 

Mr. Tavenner. February 4, 1951. 

Miss Mitiarp. I decline to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Moutper. Millard Exhibit No. 3 is admitted into evidence and 
made a part of the record. 
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Mr. Tavenner. In light of the caption, do you now identify the 
picture as that of you embracing the Korean speaker, the speaker for 
North Korea ? 

Miss Mitiarp. I decline to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Immediately following your contact with the North 
Korean Communists in East Berlin, did you write articles in the 
Communist press relating to alleged atrocities committed by Ameri- 
can soldiers in Korea ? 

Miss Mixiarp. I decline to answer that on the grounds of the first 
and fifth amendments and the other grounds I mentioned. 

Mr. Tavenner. I offer for identification only a thermofax copy of 
“Masses & Mainstream,” the November issue, 1951. 

I ask the witness to examine on the frontispiece the article listed, 
“A Look at ‘Operation Killer, ” by Betty Millard. 

Will you look at that, please, and state whether or not you were 
the author of that article a few months after your return from East 
Germany ? 

(Document was handed to the witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with her counsel. ) 

Miss Mitiarp. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

(Document marked “Millard Exhibit No. 4” and retained in 
committee files. ) 

Mr. Movu.tper. This Millard Exhibit No. 3—I notice the memo at- 
tached to it says that the newspaper referred to in the caption below 
the photograph is the official U.S.S.R. paper in East Germany. It 
is also very interesting to observe, Miss Millard, that you are referred 
to, assuming this is your photograph embracing the spokeswoman of 


the Korean women, you in the caption are referred to—well, the cap- 
tion refers to American wives and mothers. 

As I understand your testimony, you are single and not married? 

Miss Mitiarp. That is correct. 

Mr. Mocxiper. And you are not a mother. It illustrates the propa- 
ganda used by official U.S.S.R. re in East Germany. 


Mr. Doyix. Not a very well quali delegate, I would say. The 
Communists are not always accurate in picking their delegates. They 
generally pick those who are not qualified in any other capacity than 
asCommunists. Thisisa good illustration of it. 

Mr. Jonansen. Mr. Counsel, the representative of the Korean 
women, as I understand it, was a representative of the North Korean 
women 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JowHansen. And this was at the time that the United States 
was engaged in combat with North Korea ? 

Mr. ‘Tavenner. That is correct. And at the time the Communist 
Party in the United States was advocating the cause of North Korea 
and, by propaganda, doing everything it could to embarrass the 
United States in that terrible conflict. 

I hand you a photostatic copy of an application for passport, in 
which I cannot find a date of the making of it that I could be abso- 
lutely certain of, but there is stamped on the front of it “Passport 
issued November 4, 1958,” so the application must have been made 
prior to that date, and may have been made on July 14, 1958. 


§ 
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It bears a photograph which resembles you, and is over the pur- 
ported signature of Elizabeth B. Millard. 

Will you examine it, please, and state whether or not that is your 
signature ¢ 

( Document was handed to the witness.) 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Miss Miuiarp. I decline to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Miss Millard, it is noted that underneath the photo- 
graph of your likeness there are three questions : 

Are you now a member of the Communist Party? (Answer “yes” or “no.’’) 

Have you ever been a member of the Communist Party? (Answer “yes” or 
“no.” 

If ieee a member state period of membership, From 


All three of those questions were not answered. Why didn’t you 
answer them 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mr. Movutper. Are you questioning the witness on Exhibit No. 1, 
or is this a new exhibit ¢ 

Mr. Tavenner. This is a new exhibit. 

Mr. Mouvper. It will be marked “Millard Exhibit No. 5.” 

(Document marked “Millard Exhibit No. 5° and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

Miss Minxiarp. I decline to answer that, Mr. Tavenner. 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you now a member of the Communist Party? 
Is that the reason you didn’t answer question No, 1 

Miss Mitiarp. I decline to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Mouper. The last exhibit referred to by counsel, Millard 
Exhibit No. 5, will be admitted in evidence and made a part of the 
record, 

Mr. Tavenner. Haven't you been a member of the Communist 
aye A for a long time and that is why you didn’t answer question 
No, 2% 

Miss Mituarp. I decline to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. It is stamped on this exhibit that passport was is- 
sued November 4, 1958. That was after the rendition of the decision 
of the Supreme Court in the cases of Kent and BrieAl v. Dulles, and 
Daytonv. Dulles. 

However, before this passport was issued, isn’t it a fact that there 
was sent to you on October 13, 1958, from the Department of State, a 
communication listing several pertinent questions it wanted you to 
answer? Do you recall that? 

Miss Mitiarp. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavennenr. I offer in evidence a letter from Edward J. Hickey, 
Acting Director, Passport Office, directed to Elizabeth Boynton Mil- 
lard, under date of October 13, 1958, and ask that it be marked “Mil- 
lard Exhibit No. 6.” 

Will you examine the letter, please, and state whether or not you 
have received it ? 

(Document was handed to the witness. ) 

Mr. Movtper. Millard Exhibit No. 6 has been marked for identifi- 
cation now. 

(Document marked “Millard Exhibit No. 6” and retained in com- 
mittee files. ) 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 
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Miss Mitxarp. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 
Mr. Movutper. Exhibit No. 6, referred to by counsel, will be ad: 


mitted into the record and made a part of the evidence. 
Mr. Tavenner. They asked you: 


1. Have you in the past traveled or are you now contemplating travel for the 
purpose of delivering, transmitting, or otherwise communicating information, in- 
structions, or funds to any person or persons for transmission to a foreign 
government or representative of a foreign government? 

2. Have you engaged in any activities on behalf of a foreign power or foreign 
principal? Have you agreed or volunteered to engage in such activties or have 
you assisted others in engaging in such activities? 

3. Have you furnished, communicated, delivered or transmitted or attempted 
to furnish, communicate, deliver or transmit, directly or indirectly, any informa- 
tion, instructions or funds to any person or persons for transmission to a foreign 
government or representative of a foreign government? 

If you have engaged in any activities of the nature outlined above, please give 
complete particulars including the nature of the information or instructions 
and the identity of the person or persons involved. 

4. Are you now or have you in the past registered under the Foreign Agents 
Registration Act? 

5. Are you now or have you in the past engaged in any activities of such a na- 
ture as to require your registration under the provisions of the Foreign Agents 
Registration Act? 

Did you reply to that letter? 

Miss Mitiarp. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. In fact, you have never given any answer, have 
you? You have never given any answer as to the information re- 
quested 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Miss Mitxiarp. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. As a matter of fact, had you answered the letter 
truthfully, you would have had to have told the State Department that 
you had been a member of the Latin American Affairs Section of the 
Communist Party; isn’t that true? 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Miss Mirxiarp. I never heard of such a thing. I don’t recognize 
that, term. 

Mr. Tavenner. Were you a member of any section of the Commu- 
nist Party which was principally interested in Latin American 
affairs? 

Miss Mitzarp. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. If you had answered that inquiry truthfully, you 
would have had to advise that you had been in contact with Commu- 
nist leaders of Central America, South America, and the Carribean 
area, would you not ? 

Miss Mitiarp. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. Well, you had been in contact with them, had 
you not? 

Miss Mitiarp. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Tavenner. What? 

Miss Mittarp. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

However, I will say, if I may be allowed to, that I have always 
felt that our State Department’s support of Latin American dictators. 
such as Batista, Perez Jimenez in Venezuela, and so on, has been 
something that was—well, that has certainly injured our relations 
with other countries, and the regard of people of other countries for 
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our Government. For that reason, I have always felt that that policy 
should be opposed, 

Mr. Tavenner. Are you offering that as a reason for the contact 
of yourself with Communist leaders in the area? 

Miss Miniarp. I am offering that as an observation, with your per- 
mission. 

Mr. Moutper. If those dictators were Communist dictators, do you 
think then it would have injured or caused disrespect and lack of 
respect for our Government ¢ 

Miss Mitiarp. I am opposed to dictation of any sort. 

Mr. Movunper. Do you think the Soviet Union has a dictator? 

Miss Mitiarp. Well, I don’t know whether the committee wants to 
engage in philosophical discussion. 

Mr. Movtper. What about Tito? 

Miss Mitiarp. Well, I—— 

Mr. Mounper. Is Tito a dictator? 

Miss Mitiarp. I don’t believe it is within the competence of this 
committee to inquire into the political and social opinions of citi- 
zens of this country. I think on the same grounds that I stated in the 
beginning—— 

Mr. Movunper. You ne tap an opinion about some dictators, and 
1 wondered if you had the same opinion about other dictators. I am 
opposed to dictators, too. I wondered if you were opposed to Com- 
munist dictators. 

Miss Mitiarp. We were a Latin America, and with the 
permission of the committee I wished to interject that observation. 

Mr. Moutper. Proceed, Mr. Tavenner. 

Mr. Tavenner. Notwithstanding the State Department was not 
given any information regarding the important matters that it re- 
quested information about, it nevertheless, under the ruling of the 
Supreme Court, apparently felt that it had to give you a passport. 

Mr. Nrepteman. May I volunteer something to the committee? I 
think, Mr. Tavenner, apart from the legal position that my client 
is taking, you are mistaken in saying that that letter was not an- 
swered. You check the records. My client has to take a certain legal 
position. 

Mr. Tavenner. I understand it was answered in this way—that 
the witness considered that these were insulting insinuations, 

Isn’t that the answer that you gave? 

Mr. Nerpteman. Mr. Tavenner? 

Mr. Tavenner. Let me queston the witness on that. 

Mr. NrepteMan. May I finish? I was offering something for the 
clarification of the committee. Counsel Tavenner said there was no 
answer. I said, apart from the legal position that my client has to 
take, there was an answer that would be in the record that she is not 
going to affirm or deny, but I am telling it for the edification of the 
committee. 

Mr. Tavenner. We want her testimony; not yours. 

Mr. Nerpteman. You made a misstatement. 

Mr. Tavenner. I asked the witness if she ever answered that letter 
in the way of giving the information that was sought. 

Miss Mrrxarp. And I declined to answer on the grounds I stated. 
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Mr. TAavenner. However, you did answer to the extent that you 
said the questions were insulting insinuations. That was the answer 
you gave, was it not ¢ 

(The witness conferred with her counsel. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. And that was no answer. Is that right? 

Mr. Movunper. What Mr. Tavenner is asking is, Do you adopt the 
statement made by your counsel as your testimony ? 

Miss Mitxarp. I think I have given my answer to this question. 

Mr. Movuiper. Then you do not adopt the statement made by your 
counsel as your testimony ? 

Miss Miniarp. I repeat the answer that I gave previously. I de- 
cline to answer. 

Mr. Movtper. You decline to answer my question for the same 
reasons given ¢ 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mr. Neepteman. I didn’t understand your question. 

Mr. Movucper. I am asking the witness this question: Whether 
or not you adopt as part of your testimony the statement he made 
concerning an answer to this letter. 

Miss Mitiarp. No; I am adopting only my own testimony as my 
testimony. 

Mr. Moutper. What ? 

Miss Mittarp. I stand on my own answers. 

Mr. Movutper. Well, Iam asking you a question. 

Miss Mitiarp. I decline to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. So you will not advise this committee, then, 
whether you endeavored to furnish any information of value what- 
ever to the State Department to enable it to pass upon the merits of 
your application, and that appears to be the situation the State De- 
partment is in. If you don’t want to give it, no matter what informa- 
tion they have regarding your activities, they seem to be precluded 
from effectively preventing harmful travel in foreign countries. 

Mr. Neepteman. Why don’t you offer, Mr. Tavenner, the letter 
that you have? 

Mr. Tavenner. I did offer it. 

Mr. Neepteman. The answer which my client, because of legal rea- 
sons, can’t identify, but which I indicated was in the record. Why 
don’t you offer it to the committee ? 

Mr. Tavenner. I haven’t any letter for it because it is our in- 
formation when we subpenaed these records she did not answer the 
questions. That is the full record on it. 

ree NEEDLEMAN. How did you know, then, to characterize the 
letter? 

Mr. Movutper. Counsel understands the rules of the committee, that 
he has the right to confer and advise, but counsel will not engage in an 
argument with committee counsel or members of the committee. 
Let us proceed. 

Mr. TavenneR. I want to apologize, Mr. Chairman. I do find that 
— is a letter here which I thought was not here. I will very gladly 
offer it. 

First of all, I want to ask the witness if she wrote it. It is over 
her signature. 

(Document was handed to the witness. ) 
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Mr. Moutper. The document referred to ky counsel will be marked 
“Millard Exhibit No. 7.” 

(Document marked “Millard Exhibit No. 7” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) j 

Mr. Doyie. At this point, I wish to suggest to counsel for the wit- 
ness that in view of his urging and insisting that there was a letter, 
and he knew of the letter, that in my humble judgment it pretty 
nearly puts the witness in the position where she might have to admit 
the signature if it is hers. 

Mr. Nrepteman. She is going to stand by her answers. I was going 
to try to enlighten the committee, which wants to recommend legis- 
lation on the basis of it. I think in fairness to the State Depart- 
ment 

Mr. Doyir. You wish to get the benefit of that letter for your client. 

Mr. Neepteman. No, not for the benefit of my client. I want to 
get it forthe State Department. 

Mr. Tavenner stated that the State Department issued a passport 
to Miss Millard despite the fact that there were no answers to the 
questions he read into the record. I told you my client took a certain 
legal position. I felt that the State Department should not be placed 
in that position when I knew, as you will see, that there was a letter. 

Mr. Doyie. I think the letter will speak for itself. Your client is 
pretty well bound by your offer before the committee. 

Mr. Tavenner. I would like to read the letter, dated October 22, 
1958 : 


Replying to the insulting insinuations contained in your letter of October 13, 
the answer to all your questions is No. 
In case a possibly lingering cold war mentality in the Department leads you 


to imagine that my previous activities in connection with the Women’s Inter- 
national Democratic Federation and as editor of Latin America Today (activi- 
ties of which you are doubtless aware) were activities referred to in your letter, 
please be assured that nothing is further from the truth. 

It seems to me that the State Department is exceeding its authority and 
denying me my rights as a citizen by inordinately delaying action on my pass- 
port application and by asking irrelevant and purposeless questions. I must 
insist on your prompt issuance of my passport. 

Sincerely yours, 
ELIZABETH MILLARD. 

Mr. Moutper. Is that under oath ? 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes: it is sworn to in the State of New York, with 
a notary signature. 

_Mr. Movunper. And the letter does specifically deny all of the ques- 
tions referred to? 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes; it does. 

Were you a member of the Communist Party on October 22, 1958, 
the day on which you addressed this letter ? 

Miss Mittarp. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Moutper. Millard Exhibit No. 7 will be admitted in evidence 
and made a part of the record. 

Mr. Tavenner. I notice you refer there to the fact that you were 
editor of Latin America Today. 

I offer for identification only the May 1955 issue of that publication, 
and refer to an article entitled, “Guerilla Warfare In Colombia,” 
by Betty Millard. 

Will you identify that as having been written by you ? 

(Document referred to was handed to the witness. ) 
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Mr. Movtper. The document referred to by counsel will be marked 
“Millard Exhibit No. 8,” for identification only, as requested by 
counsel. 

(Document marked “Millard Exhibit No. 8” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

(The witness conferred with her counsel. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. Will you answer the question, please / 

Miss Mitiarp. What was the question / 

Mr. Tavenner. The question was: Will you identify that article 
as having been written by you? 

Miss Mitiarp. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I hand you a photostatic copy of a leaflet of the 
Jefferson School of Social Science, September—December 1948. 

Mr. Moutper. The leaflet will be marked “Millard Exhibit No. 9.” 

(Document marked “Millard Exhibit No. 9” and retained in 
committee files. ) 

Mr. Tavenner. I ask whether or not it reflects that you were at that 
time a teacher in that school. 

( Document was handed to the witness. ) 

(The witness conferred with her counsel.) 

Mr. Movurper. What is your answer to the question ? 

Miss Miniarp. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Tavenner. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Movuiprer. Any questions, Mr. Doyle? 

Mr. Doyte. I have one question. Witness, several minutes ago you 
volunteered, I think, quite a discourse in criticism of this committee. 
Do you remember so doing ? 

Miss Miniarp. I do. 

Mr. Dorie. I was sure you would remember that. 

I take the position that when you volunteered that criticism and 
stated the things you stated, you waived your privilege and, therefore, 
I want to ask you a few questions on the subject matters which you 
discussed when you volunteered to this committee, on your own behalf 
and without being asked questions, your position in criticism of this 
committee. 

I make that statement because I want you to understand that I 
think now that you are in a position where you cannot claim, legally. 
the privilege that you have been claiming. 

Tn that volunteered criticism of this committee, you stated that your 
opinion of this committee was gained on your total experience. To 
you remember so stating? 

Miss Mitxarp. I believe T did, yes. 

Mr. Dorie. Was part of that total experience which shaped your 
opinion of this committee, and which you gave to us voluntarily this 
afternoon, gained from your conferences with the Communists in 
North Korea when you were there at about the time that this picture 
was taken? 

Miss Minrarp. I decline to answer that question on the same 
grounds. 

Mr. Doytr. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the witness be instructed to 
answer. 

Mr. Movwper. The witness will be directed to answer the question. 
However, I thought this was in Kast Germany. 
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Mr. Doyie. It was in East Germany. I will stand corrected. 

I ask that the witness, in view of my correction of the geographic 
location as being East Germany instead of North Korea, be instructed 
to answer. 

Mr. Movurprr. The witness is directed to answer. 

Miss Miurarp. I will still decline. 

Mr. Doytr. I will ask you whether or not this total opinion that 
you testified to as having arrived at was partially formed by you, at 
least, as a result of your association, if you had any, with Communists 
in Latin America, or your cooperation with them. 

Miss Mitnarp. I decline on the same grounds. 

Mr. Dorrie. Mr. Chairman, I ask the witness be instructed to answer. 

Mr. Mouuper. The witness is instructed and directed to answer the 
question. 

Miss Mitiarp. I decline on the same grounds, 

Mr. Dorie. In view of your voluntary statements and criticism of 
the committee, what portion of your total experience which you 
volunteered you had, or total opinion formed which you said you had 
formed of this committee, was gained as a result, if any was—Counsel, 
let me please finish my question to your client. 

Going back, so that the witness will have in mind my question: 
What part of this total opinion was formed by you as a result of your 
cooperation, active cooperation, with others or with members of the 
Communist Party in the United States? 

Miss Mutnarp. I decline to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Doyir. Was any part of this total opinion which you volun- 
teered in criticism of this committee formed at any time by you when 
you were a member of the Communist Party in the United States? 

Miss Miiuarp. | decline on the same grounds. 

Mr. Dorie. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the witness be instructed to 
answer. 

Mr. Movunper. The witness is instructed to answer. 

Miss Minnarp. I ‘ecline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Dorie. I think that is all. 

Mr. Mourprer. Mr. Johansen 

Mr. Jomansen. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make this observa- 
tion for the record, because we are so frequently confronted with the 
claim in these hearings that association with the Communist Party 
and with Communist activities is merely a political association and 
that the matters with which we are concerning ourselves are matters 
of the right of dissenting opinions. I would like to make the obser- 
vation that on the basis of the testimony that has been adduced here, 
and on the basis of the evidence in the record, it clearly demonstrates 
in this case the complete fiction of mere political association. It is 
established by this evidence that this witness attended a rally of the 
IDFF in East Germany; that by her actions, as reflected in the photo- 
graph, she indicated her sympathy with, and adherence to, the North 
Korean cause at the time American forces were engaged in mortal 
combat; and that it comes, it seems to me, perilously close to giving 
comfort, if not aid, to an enemy of the United States. 

I don’t know any clearer indication of the fiction of a mere political 
association. 
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Mr. Doytr. Mr. Chairman, in view of the objections or reasons 
given by these three or four witnesses today in this passport hearing, 
claiming nonjurisdiction of the committee, nonpertinence, and non- 
relevancy, may I ask our distinguished legal counsel of the committee, 
if you think it would not be inappropriate, just to take a minute or 
two to give for the record his extemporaneous statement of what 
connection this sort of evidence has with our study of the passport 
problem with reference to possible legislation ? 

Mr. Movtper. That has been covered, has it not ? 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes. 

Mr. Dorie. The preliminary statement did, but then the witnesses 
had not yet testified. 

Mr. Tavenner. I did also in the course of the testimony of Mr. 
Popper. 

Mr. Dorie. You think you have given all you wanted ? 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes. 

Mr. Movutper. The witness is excused. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Chairman, we have requested the Honorable 
John W. Hanes, Jr., Administrator of the Bureau of Security and 
Consular Affairs of the Department of State, to appear before the 
committee. 

Will you come forward, please, Mr. Hanes? 


STATEMENT OF JOHN W. HANES, JR., ADMINISTRATOR, BUREAU 
OF SECURITY AND CONSULAR AFFAIRS, DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
ACCOMPANIED BY JOHN W. SIPES, SECURITY COUNSEL, DEPART- 
MENT OF STATE, WASHINGTON, D.C. 


Mr. Tavenner. Youare Mr. John W. Hanes, Jr.? 

Mr. Hanes. Yes, sir, John W. Hanes, Jr., Administrator of the 
Bureau of Security and Consular Affairs, of the Department of State. 

Mr. Tavenner. Please present your associate. 

Mr. Hanes. Mr. John Sipes, Security Counsel, of the Department 
of State. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Chairman, I have had a conference with Mr. 
Hanes, and thought that the best way to start out in obtaining informa- 
tion from him regarding the problems before us was to have him 
make a preliminary statement to you. He gave us a copy of his state- 
ment yesterday. Isuggest that he start out by presenting his prepared 
statement. 

Mr. Moutper. You may proceed, Mr. Hanes. We want to first 
express our appreciation for your assistance and cooperation given 
to this committee in studying this problem. 

Mr. Hanes. Thank you. Mr. Chairman, I would like to express 
my appreciation in turn for the opportunity to come before you in 
the important work that you are carrying on, a work to which T attach 
a very considerable amount of importance, a work that I have at- 
tempted myself to further since I have assumed this present position. 
I consider it a very great privilege, therefore, to appear before you. 

Mr. Moviper. Thank you. 

Mr. Hanes. Your investigation today, sir, is into the advisability 
of passport security legislation. 
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This inquiry spotlights a current and particularly dangerous hole 
in our defenses against the operations of the international Communist 
conspiracy, and is a further example, sir, in my opinion, of the 
service which this committee renders to Congress and to the American 
people. 

Passport security is not a new subject for this committee. In 1956 
two years before the Supreme Court's decision in the Kent—Briehl 
case, this committee recommended legislation in order to strengthen 
the hand of the Secretary of State in controlling the international 
travel of adherents of the Communist Party. No action was taken 
on that recommendation by Congres, however; and the Supreme Court 
has since ruled that the Secretary's regulations in this matter were 
without an adequate statutory basis. I have noted that this com- 
mittee’s a for 1958 lists passport legislation as the number one 
recommendation and urges Congress to rise immediately to its respon- 
sibility in this all-important matter. 

Mr. Chairman, the Department of State also feels it is essential 
that legislation be passed authorizing the Secretary to deny passports 
to hard-core, active Communist supporters. Today, such persons can 
demand passports, and we have no alternative but to issue them. 
These people who knowingly and wilfully support the international 
Communist conspiracy are American citizens, oa they are very far 
from being ordinary American citizens. Their loyalty is given not 
to our Government nor to our free way of life, but to the purposes 
of a foreign government which seeks world conquest and our 
destruction. 

It is a well-known basic Communist doctrine that all means, legal 
and illegal, can and must be used to gain its ends. We believe that 


active American Communists should no longer be allowed to use a ga 
in our laws to permit, and even to help, their travel abroad, whic 
is itself so essential to the successful eee of their conspiracy. 


IT don’t know exactly how many members the Communist Party of 
the United States ow has—perhaps fifteen or twenty thousand. But, 
however many there are, each and every party member as of today can 
get a passport from the Department of State, except in the rare in- 
stance that he happens to be ineligible for some other reason, such as 
being a fugitive from justice. This is a breach in our defenses which 
our enemies have been quick to take advantage of. Many persons 
with known Communist affiliations have applied for passports since 
the decision of the Supreme Court, some of them even though they 
have no present intention of going abroad. 

Testimony before you several weeks ago, and more recently, further 
demonstrated this fact. I would guess that many of these people are 
applying under orders, because the Communist Party fears that they 
may soon again be unable to get passports. 

Mr. Jonansen. May | interrupt you at this point ? 

I do not want to anticipate testimony. But in the event the correc- 
tive legislation that the gentleman is testifying to were enacted, would 
it, in the gentleman’s judgment, be possible to make it effective retro- 
actively with respect to these passports which, in a sense, might be 
said to be stockpiled in anticipation of the inability to secure them ? 

Mr. Hanes. Yes, sir; I believe this could be done essentially in two 
ways. The legislation could, and I trust would, make specific the Sec- 
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retary’s authority not only to deny passports in the future, but to in- 
validate passports already issued. The Department of State could 
implement that invalidation in a number of ways which could even 
include, I suppose, if the situation became difficult enough, the issu- 
ance of a new type of passport to succeed the old type. 

This was something, incidentally, that the Department had to do 
once before, at the time of the Spanish civil war. So many Ameri- 
can passports fell into the hands of the Soviets, were lifted from 
Americans who went to join the Communist armies in Spain, and were 
taken from them and shipped to Moscow, that the Department had to 
issue a new type of passport in order to correct that situation. 

So I would say the answer to your question is definitely “Yes.” 

Mr. Jowansen. And it would be a most important feature of the 
legislation ? 

Mr. Hanes. It would indeed, sir. 

Mr. Jowansen. Thank you. 

Mr. Hanes. Since June 1958, many leading American Communists 
have been enabled to travel to the Soviet Union and have done so. 
Today we must issue United States passports to such people—pass- 

rts which not only permit, but greatly aid, their travel. The 

Jnited States passport clothes them abroad with all the dignity and 
protection that our Government affords. And yet their dedicated 

urpose in life is to destroy our Government and our freedom. 
Besaky this situation is a perversion of the liberty which the Constitu- 
tion and the laws are meant to guarantee us. 

I would like to expand on the point that Mr. Johansen made 
recently. 

Congress and the courts have both found that the loyalty of Amer- 
ican Communists is given not to the American Government but to 
a conspiracy working to overthrow it. This subcommittee is cer- 
tainly familiar with the findings made by the Congress in the In- 
ternal Security Act of 1950 and the Communist Control Act of 
1954 concerning the nature of the Communist movement and the 
true allegiance of its American adherents. In 1950 the Congress 
found that: 
those individuals who knowingly and wilfully participate in the world Com- 
munist movement, when they so participate, in effect repudiate their allegiance 
to the United States, and in effect transfer their allegiance to the foreign coun- 
try in which is vested the direction and control of the world Communist 
movement. 

Again in 1954, the Congress found that the Communist Party is 
not merely another political party in the United States, but is a 
“clear, present and continuing danger” to our security. 

The courts have also vigorously and consistently exposed the myth 
that the Communist Party is merely another political party. 

In Dennis v. the United States, the Supreme Court found that the 
defendant’s— 
conspiracy to organize the Communist Party and to teach and advocate 
the overthrow of the Government of the United States by force and violence 
created a “clear and present danger” * * *, 

Mr. Justice Jackson, in American Communications Association v. 
Douds, also came to the conclusion that the Communist Party is not 
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a political party but is “a conspiratorial and revolutionary junta 
organized to reach ends and to use methods which are incompatible 
with our constitutional system.” 

Other decisions of the Supreme Court and of lower courts have 
been based on a judicial recognition of the true nature and purposes 
of the international Communist movement. 

I should like to quote here the description which Circuit Judge 
Prettyman gave of the Communist movement in his 1957 opinion 
in Briehl vy. Dulles, wpholding the regulations of the Secretary of 
State regarding the issuance of passports to Communists. Judge 
Prettyman’s decision was reversed by the Supreme Court in Avent 
and Briehl v. Dulles, but on other grounds. His characterization 
of the nature of the Communist movement stands as a valid and lucid 
statement of judicial opinion. I quote: 

There exists in some quarters a dogged insistence that the Communist move- 
ment be treated as any other political organization. It is as though one argued 
that, since opiates and aspirin both possess medicinal properties, they must be 
subjected to the same permissions and restrictions. The fact is that opiates 
are to be and are regulated because of their own peculiar characteristics. And 
so is the Communist movement and its affiliates. It would be inexcusably naive 
for any court to declare in the present state of the world that adherence to the 
Communist cause is a mere matter of politics or political opinion. We shall treat 
the Communist movement according to what the Congress, the President, and 
the Supreme Court have declared it to be. * * * 

As we have pointed out, the Communist movement is, in the view of this Gov- 
erhment, an aggressive conspiracy potentially dangerous to this country. Travel 
abroad by members of or adherents to the Communist movement is obviously 
an easy method of communication between such persons or organizations in this 
country and the prime sources of Communist policy and program in the Soviet 
Union and its satellites. Once a person with a passport is out of this country, 
this Government has no control over where he goes. His travel is controlled 
entirely by whatever countries he thereafter wishes to leave and to enter. * * * 

In the second place, unless all the major foreign and fiscal policies of this Gov- 
ernment, under two administrations of opposing political parties, have been a 
gigantic fraud, it is the unequivocal duty of the Department of State to prevent 
international incidents which might arouse hostile activities on the part of the 
Soviet Union or its satellites. * * * 


Promptly after the Supreme Court decision last June which struck 
down the Department’s regulations as they pertained to passports for 
Communist supporters, the President of the United States and the 
late Secretary Dulles both sent messages to Congress asking for correc- 
tive legislation and emphasizing the urgency of the situation. 

Representatives of the Department of State, both before congres- 
sional committees and in public statements, have repeatedly made clear 
our conviction of the necessity for prompt congressional action on 
this matter. In this connection, Mr. Chairman, I ask your permission 
'o insert in the record a recent statement of the Department’s strong 
feeling on this subject, contained in a speech I sonalle gave before the 


Council of Foreign Relations in Chicago. 

Mr. Moutper. The statement referred to is an address by the Honor- 
able John W. Hanes, Jr., Administrator, Bureau of Security and 
Consular Affairs, before the Chicago Council of Foreign Relations, 
Chicago, Ill., March 24, 1959. It will be admitted and incorporated 
into the record at this point. 

(The statement referred to follows :) 
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PASSPORTS AND THE COMMUNIST CONSPIRACY 


I am very pleased to have an opportunity to meet with this particular group 
in this particular city. I want to talk with you about some basic matters involy- 
ing our foreign relations and our national security. 

Foreign relations used to be something that this country thought it could 
afford largely to ignore, or at least to delegate to the sole attention of a few 
people who were interested in such things in Washington. The pioneer work 
which your own organization, comprised of so many leading citizens of this 
great central city of the United States, has done for nearly 40 years is one very 
tangible reason why that situation has changed. 

Today it is self-evident that our foreign relations are inseparable from our 
national security. We all recognize that our security, our lives, and our very 
existence, both as individuals and as a nation, are effectively threatened from 
abroad. We all recognize the existence of a powerful and implacable hostile 
force dedicated to world conquest, and to the destruction of all that our republic 
and our people stand for. The hostile force is international communism, and 
its primary manifestation is Soviet Russia. It is also, however, an inter- 
national conspiracy that extends into every nation in the world, including our 
own. 

These facts have a connection with the U.S. passport. I would like today to 
tell you why. 

A great deal of confusion and misunderstanding has surrounded the matter of 
Communists and passports. The misunderstanding has related both to the facts 
and to the issues which are involved, as well as to others which are not, but 
which have been introduced into the controversy. I hope to set the record 
straight on these facts and issues. 


THE SUPREME COURT DECISION 


In June 1958, in the Kent, Briehl, and Dayton cases the United States Su- 
preme Court by a majority of 5 to 4 handed down decisions holding, in effect, 
that the Secretary of State does not have the authority to refuse a passport 
because of membership in the Communist Party, or even because he has specifi- 
cally found that an applicant is going abroad willfully and knowingly to engage 
in activities which would advance the Communist movement. In both decisions, 
the Court denied the Secretary’s right because the Congress has not passed leg- 
islation specifically giving the Secretary that right. Contrary to popular belief 
the Supreme Court did not hold that it was unconstitutional to deny a passport 
to a Communist. It did say that any legislation giving the Secretary the right 
to make such a denial must carefully protect the constitutional rights of citizens. 

Since that date, the administration has been urgently seeking the passage of 
such legislation by the Congress. Although the House overwhelmingly passed 
a bill in the closing days of the last session of Congress, the Senate failed to 
act; and neither house has taken action as yet in this session. 


THE NATURE OF THE COMMUNIST CONSPIRACY 


In order to understand why this situation is serious, it is necessary first to 
understand the nature and methods of the international Communist conspiracy. 

That conspiracy today creates a greater menace to the United States than we 
have ever faced before. 

With assets of some 900 million people and 16 once independent countries that 
have fallen under its control, it commands frightening resources. The United 
States is the only power strong enough to maintain the alliance which alone 
keeps international communism from its goal of world conquest. We would be 
naive indeed if we believed that its vast and harshly regimented resources were 
not consistently committed against us in every way which could do us harm— 
openly and secretly ; abroad and at home. 

This conspiracy is truly international. It is controlled and directed from 
Moscow. That part of it which exists in America is no more American than that 
part which rules in Hungary is Hungarian. Some hard-core supporters of the 
international Communist movement hold American citizenship, but they are not 
ordinary American citizens. They voluntarily give service and allegiance to a 
foreign ideology which promotes the objectives of a foreign power. 

Some people feel that, because actual membership in the Communist Party, 
U.S.A., as of today is small, the American brand of communism therefore offers 
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no threat to our internal security. Many top Communists, of course, are not 
party members. The Communists themselves do not even agree that the party 
is weak. Last month, William Lorenzo Patterson in an editorial in The Worker 
suid: “The prevailing political atmosphere permits increasing activities with 
lessening dangers of victimization * * * Let’s be bolder.” Every day brings 
us new evidence of the vitality, the farflung operations and the current danger 
of the Communist conspiracy in the United States. 

We believe that the travel abroad and the possession of a valid American 
passport by hard-core American Communists constitutes a real danger to our 
country. This is so because all the evidence about Communist organization 
and methods shows that the effective functioning of the international party 
machinery depends in large part on the freedom of its members to travel. 

One does not have to be a student of Communist organization to realize the 
truth of this. Think of your own organizations. Everyone in business today 
travels almost constantly. You all know that personal contact is an essential 
part of doing business. The mails—even the telephone—are not an adequate 
substitute. If this is true of normal business operations, how much more true 
must it be of the enormously complex worldwide operation of an international 
couspiracy where virtually everything must also be kept secret. I do not know 
how one would go about recruiting an espionage agent by mail or by telephone. 
I doubt if the Communists know either. Such things require personal assess- 
ment, personal recruitment, personal contact. In an organization of this sort, 
to hamper the movements of any members of the organization is a crippling 
blow and puts the operations of the organization under a most heavy handicap. 

Another thing that is important to understand is that the size and complexity 
of this Communist organization requires a very great variety of orders and in- 
structions and information and activities to keep it operating. It has top 
people in it, and it has little people. It isn’t only the top people who are im- 
portant. Each of the little people in this highly disciplined machine is a cog 
who has his own place and his own usefulness to the functioning of the whole 
machine. A relatively unimportant but reliable member of the conspiracy 
may act as a courier to carry an important message between Communist leaders 
in different countries. The whole elaborate organization which has surrounded 
every Communist espionage network which we know about in this country, such 
as in the Rosenberg case, has demonstrated conclusively the essential role played 
by the numerous “unimportant” little people in the organization without whom 
it would cease to function. 

We are by no means helpless against this conspiracy, nor has our Government 
been inactive or unsuccessful in fighting back. Much of the success we have 
had is attributable directly to the dedicated fight over many years and many 
obstacles which has been carried on personally by Mr. J. Edgar Hoover and by 
the FBI. Their persistence and their results have inspired others who work 
in this field, and have done much to awaken the American people to a clear 
and present danger. 

Our weapons against Communist subversion have been a closely interlinked set 
of techniques. They have included penetration of the conspiracy and constant 
surveillance and, always, to the extent we could achieve it, by passport and visa 
and immigration regulations, the denial of free movement in and out of the 
country and thereby of easy and satisfactory communications. 

The loss of our ability to stop American members of the Communist apparatus 
from getting passports has blunted the other weapons we have against the 
Communist conspiracy. For example, our success in preventing the entry of 
foreign Communist agents and couriers with their financing and instructions 
from headquarters becomes rather hollow if American members of the ap- 
paratus can travel freely out of the country. Similarly, the most successful 
penetration of the domestic Communist apparatus by agents of the United States 
is rendered much less useful if the persons watched can evade observation for 
extended periods by traveling abroad, probably behind the iron curtain where 
we can hardly expect to know what they are doing. 

I have sometimes been asked whether there is really any point in denying 
passports to American Communists, for after all they can travel legally to Latin 
America without a passport, and from there usually can obtain illegal passage 
to wherever they wish to go. This is undeniably true. However, it is also a 
fact that, in the years during which we denied passports to Communists, very 
few important members of the apparatus took advantage of this roundabout 
route. One reason may be that whenever you require an organization to 
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utilize cumbersome and devious and illegal methods of this sort, you stretch 
that much farther and that much thinner the trail which the conspirators can- 
not fail to leave. They must utilize more people with more risk of some break- 
down in the system and compromise of its secrecy. It is that much more likely 
that somewhere along the trail those whose job it is to counter the Communist 
conspiracy will uncover it. Undoubtedly one of the greatest protections we 
have against the conspiracy is knowledge of what is taking place within it. 
Whenever such a trail can be uncovered at any point, it can usually be un- 
ravelled fairly easily in both directions with the result of a considerable increase 
of our knowledge about the whole conspiracy. 


COMMUNIST INTEREST IN PASSPORTS 


Our own Government has long recognized how important American passports 
are to the Communist conspiracy. Forty years ago, just after the Bolshevik 
Revolution, the Department of State became aware that American Communists 
were carrying on espionage, propaganda, and revolutionary activities for the 
Soviet government and the international Communist movement. The State De- 
partment decided in 1920 that passports should be refused to persons who advyo- 
cated the overthrow of governments by force, who espoused publicly the Soviet 
cause, or were carriers of Communist correspondence. This policy remained in 
force until 1931. At no time, I might point out, during this eleven years was the 
Secretary's discretion in the matter ever challenged in the courts. 

The American passport has always been valuable to espionage rings, as you 
can well imagine. For example, prior to World War II an espionage agent 
was arrested in Copenhagen and found to have four U.S. passports in his pwos- 
session. The Communist underground has long maintained workshops devoted 
to the wholesale forgery and falsification of passports and other documents. 

However, genuine American passports were highly prized at intelligence head- 
quarters in Moscow, according to a former chief of Soviet intelligence in Europe. 
During the Spanish Civil War, Communist leaders assiduously collected the 
passports of the several thousand Americans in the International Brigade, and 
the bulk of these passports eventually found their way to Moscow for altera- 
tion and possible use by Soviet agents. In fact, so many American passports 
were collected from this source that, as a countermeasure, the United States had 
to replace every outstanding passport in the world with a new document. 


CONGRESS ACTS 


In 1949, eleven members of the National Board of the Communist Party, 
U.S.A., were convicted of conspiring to advocate the overthrow of the U.S. Gov- 
ernment by force or violence. In 1950, American Communists were actively 
supporting the enemy position in the Korean War. Congress, recognizing these 
dangers, passed the Internal Security Act and found that: “travel of Com- 
munist members, representatives and agents from country to country facilitates 
communication and is a prerequisite for the carrying on of activities to further 
the purposes of the Communist movement.” Congress also said that Americans 
who participate knowingly in the world Communist movement “in effect repudi- 
ate their allegiance to the United States, and in effect transfer their allegiance 
to the foreign country in which is vested the direction and control of the world 
Communist movement.” Yet allegiance is the touchstone of the right to 4 
passport. 

Indeed, the Internal Security Act of 1950 made it a crime to issue passports 
to members of registered Communist organizations; but this sanction still has 
no legal effect because protracted litigation in the courts has been able to prevent 
that part of the act from becoming applicable. 

Again in 1954 Congress made its intention clear when it declared that the 
Communist Party of the United States, “although purportedly a political party. 
is in fact an instrumentality of a conspiracy to overthrow the Government of 
the United States.” Congress further found that the role of the Communist 
Party, U.S.A., as the agency of a hostile foreign power renders its existence 
a “clear, present and continuing danger to the security of the United States.” 


THE DEPARTMENT'S REGULATIONS 


The Secretary of State, charged by law with the issuing of passports, could 
hardly have ignored these Congressional findings. In 1952, the Department's 
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policy was made a matter of official record when Secretary Acheson issued 
regulations establishing the criteria for refusing passports to Communists and 
Communist supporters. 

The publication of these regulations triggered a violent attack by the Com- 
munists through their press and through the courts, utilizing every device of law 
and procedure. Their clever campaign gained respectability because many sin- 
cere persons, who have no sympathy whatever with communism, became dis- 
turbed by the argument that the regulations permitted the Secretary of State 
artibtrarily to restrict a citizen’s rights. These were the regulations which in 
1958 the Supreme Court struck down by finding that they had not been specifi- 
cally authorized by Congress. 

I think it might be well to put into perspective exactly how these regulations 
operated, and their practical effects, by giving you some statistics on the num- 
bers of Communist supporters refused passports under them and the numbers 
of Americans who received passports. For the two calendar years preceding 
the Supreme Court's decision, 1956 and 1957, 1,145,000 passports were issued 
or renewed. During that same period, the Passport Office limited the passport 
privilege of 51 persons because of Communist grounds. Every one of those per- 
sons had access to an elaborate and impartial appeal mechanism, and many of 
them utilized it. 

From the time this mechanism was set up in 1952 until the Supreme Court's 
decision in June 1958 the Secretary of State—and it must be the Secretary 
personally—refused passports to only 15 persons on Communist grounds after 
full hearings. A number were granted passports after hearings; some others, 
of course, did not contest the Passport Office’s denial; and undoubtedly many 
active Communists never bothered to apply at all, knowing they would be 
scrutinized and required to make a sworn statement about Communist Party 
membership. 

I believe it is important to remember these figures when statements are made . 
about the “arbitrary” action of the Department in passport matters. I assure 
you that these 15 persons who were denied passports by the Secretary did not 
include a single one who was an ordinary American citizen, or whose only activity 
in behalf of the Communist movement was some vague alleged “beliefs and 
associations.” 

HISTORY OF PASSPORTS 


American passports, of course, are valuable documents, and well worth all 
this trouble that the Communists have gone through to get them. Our pass- 
port requests foreign governments to let the bearer, an American citizen, pass 
safely and freely, and to give him all lawful aid and protection. It invokes for 
him the full prestige of the United States Government; and foreign govern- 
ments usually accept it as meaning that he is a reputable person. 

The passport has also become a practical necessity for travel. Today 75 
percent of all countries, including most of Latin America, require foreigners, 
including Americans, to have passports for entry; and we ourselves require 
Americans to obtain passports for travel outside the western hemisphere 
because we are still in a state of national emergency. 

We have made it easy, however, to meet this requirement. We issue nearly 
three-fourths of a million passports each year, each one valid for a maximum 
of four years. We refuse only an infinitesimal number. 

Much of the meaning of even the very few, but very important refusals be- 
came academic, of course, in June 1958, when the Supreme Court’s ruling was 
handed down. Since then, as we anticipated, there has been a flood of ap- 
plications from persons with records of Communist affiliations or activities. 
Some of them had previously been denied passports, but many had never pre- 
viously applied. Many we know a great deal about, and none of it is good. 
Others we would like to know more about, but the Department of State is no 
longer in a position even to inquire, much less investigate, whether any such 
applicant is a Communist Party member, or how dangerous he may be. There 
is quite a difference, for example, between a known courier and a harmless 
fellow traveller. 

This flood of applications continues today. The Communists are getting 
passports while they can. Naturally, in all these cases the Department's 
previous policy has had to give way and passports have been and are being 
issued to all these people. 


ch 
n- 
k- 
ly 
ist 
ve 
it. 
se 
rts 
‘ik 
sts 
he 
de- 
iet 
in 
he 
ou 
‘nt 
ed 
id- 
pe. 
he 
nd 
ra- 
rts 
ad 
ty, 
Ov- 
ely 
tes 
ins 
di- 
ace 
rld 
il 
rts 
pnt 
the 
TY, 
of 
list 
nee 
uld 
it’s 


882 PASSPORT SECURITY 


LEGISLATION REQUIRED 


Immediately following the Supreme Court decision, Secretary Dulles sent 
Congress a draft bill to provide the specific legislative authority which the 
Court held was lacking. He wrote to the Congress: 

“T think there can be no doubt in anyone’s mind that we are today engaged 
for survival in a bitter struggle against the international Communist move- 
ment * * * [This] movement seeks everywhere to thwart United States for- 
eign policy. It seeks on every front to influence foreign governments and 
peoples against the United States and eventually by every means, including 
violence, to encircle the United States and subordinate us to its will. The 
issuance of United States passports to supporters of that movement facilitates 
their travel to and in foreign countries. It clothes them when abroad with all 
the dignity and protection that our guvernment affords. Surely, our govern- 
ment should be in a position to deny passports to such persons.” 

President Eisenhower urgently endorsed the legislation, saying: “Each day 
and week that passes without it exposes us to great danger.” 

What must such legislation do? 

Again, the President has expressed it well. He said: 

“In exercising these necessary limitations on the issuance of passports, the 
Executive Branch is greatly concerned with seeing to It that the inherent 
rights of American citizens are preserved. Any limitations on the right to 
travel can only be tolerated in terms of overriding requirements of our na- 
tional security, and must be subject to substantive and procedural guarantees.” 

Simply stated, what we need is legislative authority which will allow the 
Secretary of State to deny passports to hard-core supporters of the international 
Communist movement. We believe such denial should occur under due process 
of law, including judicial review. We believe that it should apply only to those 
who knowingly engage in activities—not merely hold beliefs or have associa- 
tions—but engage in activities in furtherance of the international Communist 
movement, or who are going abroad to engage in such activities. 

We do not seek statutory passport authority to stifle criticism of this Gov- 
ernment or its policies. We do not believe that the passport should or can 
be used to restrict the movement of people who hold political, social or eco- 
nomic opinions which are not of the orthodox American variety. 

We do not seek or want authority to deny passports to any whose travel or 
activity abroad is merely an embarrassment to our country. I believe that the 
United States is strong enough to survive embarrassment if we must. 

Neither do we wish to penalize loyal Americans who at one time, before the 
nature of the Communist conspiracy became as crystal clear as it is today, may 
have sympathized with Communist theories or even belonged to Commumist 
organizations in this country. 

All we seek, and what I feel we must have, is the capacity to protect our- 
selves by denying passports to those relatively few hard-core, active Com- 
munist supporters who are not ordinary American citizens and whose travel 
abroad constitutes a danger to the United States. 

Much has been said concerning the constitutionally protected “right to travel” 
of an American citizen, Communist or not. I believe we should understand such 
terms thoroughly, for they are central to this issue. 

Our Constitution can and does guarantee the citizen's freedom to travel among 
the 50 States in the Union. However, it obviously does not and cannot guarantee 
any right of an American citizen to enter any foreign country. We do not recog- 
nize the right of any alien to enter our own country except as we, as an act of 
sovereignty, grant him permission to do so. An excellent example of a foreign 
regime exercising sovereignty in this way is the Chinese Communists. For 
nearly two years now, some twenty-five American newsmen representing the 
major foreign newsgathering organizations of this country have had and still 
have American passports valid for travel to Communist China, but that regime 
has refused to let them enter. 

The constitutionally protected “right to travel” abroad, therefore, is really 
only the right to leave the United States, and I certainly agree that this right 
is part of the liberty of which the citizen cannot be deprived without the due 
process of law of the fifth amendment. However, like any other Constitutional 
right, it is not absolute and may be abridged by society for good and sufficient 
reasons involving its own protection so long as due process is observed. 

In the case of passports “due process” means that the Secretary of State 
cannot be arbitrary or capricious but must have sound reasons for restricting 
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an individual’s:right of exist. It means that he must tell the individual the 
reasons for his action in sufficient detail and under such circumstances that the 
individual may have an opportunity to show the reasons untrue. Such circum- 
stances should include a full hearing and review within the Department of 
State, and, ultimately, of course, the right which now exists to appeal to the 
courts. 

It is interesting to note in this connection that even such citadels of democ- 
racy and individual rights as the United Kingdom, France, and Canada do 
not provide for any judicial review of passport denials. In those and other free 
countries, passport denials are matters strictly within the jurisdiction of the 
Executive Branch, from whose decision there is no appeal. 

There is one other essential of passport legislation which is much misunder- 
stood, and that is the necessity for the government to be able to utilize confi- 
dential information as part of the basis of its decision. 

I can say bluntly that any legislation concerning denial of passports to Com- 
munist Supporters would be meaningless and would not achieve any purpose it 
it prohibited the government from utilizing confidential information. Almost 
without exception, dangerous cases in the Communist area involve confidential 
information und investigative sources. Indeed, the more recent and menn- 
ingful our information is, the more likely it is that it has come from current 
confidential investigative sources within the Communist movement. 

The government has a legitimate and overriding interest in maintaining the 
security of these investigative sources and methods. If faced with the unpalat- 
able choice between exposing and thereby destroying a valuable and continuing 
source of information about the activities of the Communist conspiracy, and 
issuing a passport to an individual member of that couspiracy, the government 
has no alternative but reluctantly to issue the passport as the lesser evil. 

Some people feel that the use of confidential information in such cases means 
using vague and unsubstantial gossip or allegation that will not stand the light 
of day. This is nonsense. In the first place, if one is prepared to believe that 
the Secretary of State who must personally decide passport appeals cases, 
would actually base a considered decision upon anything less than substantial 
and corroborated evidence, then one must believe that our country’s security 
is in far greater danger than from the capricious denial of passports. 

In the second place, confidential information is almost always a small part 
of any total case, although usually essential because of the clear proof it pro- 
vides. Most of every case can be fully and publicly disclosed. 

Beyond this, however, we believe, based on a careful review of the Commnu- 
nist cases we have had in the past, that in every case the government can 
provide a fair summary of even the confidential information both to the appli- 
cant and to the courts. Such a fair summary would include all the pertinent 
reasons for which the passport is denied, and would exclude only those details 
required to protect confidential sources of information. 

I would have no objection to any legislation requiring the government in all 
cases to provide such a fair summary of the content of any confidential infor- 
mation relied upon. 


THE CLEAR AND PRESENT DANGER 


One other thing should be clear. What we are talking about is not a crim- 
inal proceeding in which someone is being tried or punished for past actions, 
but an administrative process which attempts to predict someone’s future course 
of action if he travels abroad, and to balance its potential danger to the United 
States against the desirability of facilitating the travel and giving him pro- 
tection while he is performing it. These are services which the government 
should extend to its citizens, but they are not inviolable rights which the indi- 
vidual can demand no matter what the menace to society may be. 

Even having said this, however, much about this subject remains repugnant 
to Americans. The use of ‘“‘confidential information” in any kind of proceed- 
ing, judicial or not; indeed any sort of governmental restriction, whether on 
travel or passports or any other activity of the individual; these are things 
which we will never like and which I hope we never accept apathetically. 

Here, however, I believe, we must face squarely one fact which is inherent 
in every aspect of this matter which we have been discussing today. That is 
simply stated, that our nation, although not technically at war, assuredly is 
not at peace. We face, almost on a daily basis, actual threats to our national 
security and to our very existence which very clearly are the equal of any 


39742—59——11 


a 


S84 PASSPORT SECURITY 


threats we have ever faced in peace or war. One need only think of the impli- 
cations of Berlin today, or the countless crises of the past decade, to realize 
that the “cold war” is a contradiction in terms. 

This uneasy situation of not peace, not war, is something entirely new to our 
experience. It places a tremendous strain upon our governmental and Consti- 
tutional institutions, for it blurs lines which had always previously been con- 
sidered sharp and clear. 

It used to be that when our nation was not at war it was truly at peace. 
Certain rules obtained and governed our lives in peacetime. These rules were 
evolved over a century and a half by and for a free people who since the earliest 
days of their history had been faced by no serious external threat to their free. 
dom or their national existence. Occasionally war came, and there was a clear 
line of demarcation. War was declared and waged with certain formalities, 
During wartime certain special rules obtained because the nation temporarily 
required the subordination of individual desires to the overall national effort. 
These special rules, while repugnant, were considered tolerable for the limited 
duration of the war. When the war was over, other prescribed formalities 
occurred, the nation was at peace again, and the special wartime rules, which 
were usually incompatible with complete constitutional freedom were dropped. 

This sharp demarcation between peace and war does not exist today. Inter- 
national communism has thrown away the rule book. It does not consider 
itself ever at peace. It is always totally mobilized to advance its aim of world 
domination. It does not recognize any of the accepted rules of international or 
legal or human conduct except when, and only for as long as, those rules may 
suit its purpose. 

This situation creates an unprecedented threat both to our liberty and to our 
very existence. Our response must include a recognition of these changed cir- 
cumstances, or risk the loss of existence and liberty together. 

The threat, moreover, will continue to exist, perhaps for many years in the 
future. This makes it imperative that whatever response we do adopt must 
be one that we can indefinitely sustain, and without endangering the strength 
or the integrity of our basic and cherished institutions which we are seeking 
to protect. 

I believe that such a response is possible to a free people. I believe that our 
institutions—our Constitution, our laws, and our form of government—are 
strong enough and flexible enough to adjust to these changed circumstances, 
just as they have adjusted to many changes in the past. 

I have tried to illustrate what I mean by suggesting, in the limited but impor- 
tant field of passport policy, a procedure which meets these criteria. It meets, 
1 believe, the most pressing requirements of national security. It does so by 
law and under the Constitution. 

I think, for the reasons I have given, that adequate passport legislation is 
essential to our security. But let me be very clear. I do not believe that 
this piece of legislation will eliminate all the dangers which we face from the 
Communist conspiracy; or even all of those which it is intended to counter. 

I do believe that adequate passport legislation is a necessary and integral 
part of the screen of weapons we have raised against the conspiracy, and that 
it will seriously cripple the effectiveness of that conspiracy. 

I do believe, finally, that all our weapons together, wisely and effectively used, 
will contain the internal menace of the Communist conspiracy within tolerable 
limits while our military strength deters its worldwide menace and our foreign 
policy seeks to replace its threat with a just and durable peace. 


Mr. Hanes. I think it is both of importance and interest to this 
committee to know that the late Secretary Dulles personally went 
over carefully and vigorously approved the text of my speech that 
has just been inserted into the record. 

I believe it will also be of interest to this subcommittee, in its con- 
sideration of passport legislation, to note that the speech deals not only 
with the need for legislation but also with the type of legislation we 
feel is most adequate from an administrative and legal viewpoint. | 

The Department of State yi ago believes it is essential that legis- 
lation be passed authorizing the Secretary of State to deny passports 
to hard-core, active supporters of the international Communist move- 
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ment. We believe, moreover, that such denial should occur under ap- 
propriate guarantees of due process of law, and that the authority 
should never be used capriciously or merely to attempt to stop criticism 
abroad of this Government or its policies. Such criticism of our laws 
and our institutions by Americans traveling in foreign countries 
Inay Sometimes be hard for us to stomach, but we can survive it. 

The Department seeks only the capacity to protect the United States 
by denying passports to those relatively few active supporters of the 
Communist movement whose travel abroad constitutes an actual 
danger to the United States. 

This concludes my opening statement. I shall be happy to attempt 
to reply to any questions the committee may wish to ask. 

Mr. Moutper. Have you any questions, Mr. Doyle? 

Mr. Dorie. What legislation should be suggested to Congress ? 

Mr. Hanes. Mr. Doyle, we have never felt that there is any one 
single bill that will answer all questions. 

Mr. Doyte. I will withdraw my question because of the time ele- 
ment, and I will Jet our counsel ask the questions to bring out what I 
had started to go into. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Tavenner. Mr. Chairman, there are a few questions that I had 
in mind asking to point out a little more definitely some matters re- 
ferred to in the statement. It may save a duplication of effort. 

Is it correct that the Secretary cannot now deny a passport to an 
active Communist Party official ? 

Mr. Hanes. Yes, sir; it is entirely correct that he cannot deny a 
passport to an active Communist official. 

We have no authority whatsoever to deny a passport on those 
grounds. 

Mr. TavenneER. Foster, himself, I believe, has applied, or has indi- 
cated he is going to apply, for a passport. I do not want you to 
express an opinion in advance of such an application, but that would be 
one matter the State Department would have to act upon ? 

Mr. Hanes. Well, let me say on the grounds of his being a Com- 
munist official, we have no grounds to deny him or any other person 
passport. 

Mr. Tavenner. If the Department had knowledge that a Commu- 
nist Party official was going to the Soviet Union to receive directives 
for the Communist Party in this country, could the Department re- 
frain from issuing a passport under the present law? 

Mr. Hanes. I see no way, sir, in which we could. In fact, I would 
find it inconceivable that any Communist who went to the Soviet 
Union would not receive instructions at the time that he was there. 
I am quite certain he would. Even if, however, we had knowledge 
of this fact, that does not provide any grounds on which we could 
deny a — under the rulings of the court. 

Mr. AVENNER. To emphasize the far-reaching effect of the Su- 
preme Court decisions, I would like to ask you whether or not, in a 
case where you had information, let us say direct evidence, that a 
Communist Party official was going to the Soviet Union to enter a 
training school on espionage, you could do anything about denying 
him a passport. 

Mr. Hanes. No, sir; we could do nothing about denying him a 
passport. There is no violation of U.S. law in entering a school for 
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espionage. There are no grounds which we have left on which we 
could deny him a passport, even if we had the information you sug- 
gest. 

Mr. Tavenner. How does travel abroad by a hard-core, active par- 
ticipant in the Communist movement hurt the United States? 

Mr. Hanes. This, Mr. Tavenner, is a question that we are very fre- 
quently asked, and it is a very central question to the whole matter 
that you are considering. 

I would like, therefore, to give a slightly extended answer to this, 
because there really is more than one part to this answer. 

The basie answer lies in the nature of the Communist conspiracy, 
the international conspiracy and that part of it which exists in our 
country. It is a conspiracy. It is directed from outside, as you are 
well aware. It is directed basically from Moscow. It is aimed at 
subversion, at espionage. and at all of the other things that can 
weaken our country, weaken the strength that we have, which is the 
only strength in the world that prevents the Soviet Union from 
achieving world conquest. 

It operates as a conspiracy. It operates secretly. It also operates 
openly at times when it can. But it always operates secretly. 

It has agents, it has couriers. It is a large conspiracy around the 
world. It isan immense thing. It has unlimited funds and resources 
from the Soviet Union. In many ways, it is a large bureaucracy. It 
requires all of the things that any large organization does require. It 
requires people and requires communications. It requires orders being 
transmitted. It requires all of the tvpe of movement that any large 
organization does. 

Above all, I emphasize it requires communication. It is directed 
from outside. It requires, therefore, most particularly, a continuing 
and a trusted method of contact between its outside sources of direc- 
tion (and, incidentally. frequently of financing and sometimes of per- 
sonnel support) and that branch of the organization which exists in 
this country. 

It is true that such communication can take place by letter, perhaps 
through a diplomatic pouch, or even by cable or telegraph or tele- 
phone, but the Communists, no more than any other secret organiza- 
tion, care to utilize methods like this when they can possibly avoid 
doing so. 

They don’t like to put things down in writing. I would not either 
if I were running a secret organization of this sort. There is too 
much danger of compromise. 

Their own security regulations, in other words, have always pro- 
vided, as has always been well known to us, that the maximum amount 
of communication shall be maintained by word of mouth, by indi- 
viduals, by somebody going from one place to another with a message 
or in order to get the information or the instructions or the money, 
or whatever it may be that is required. 

(At this point Mr. Doyle left the hearing room.) 

Mr. Hanes. On the basis of all of these things, it becomes apparent, 
it seems to me, that it is necessary for this large organization to be 
able to have its people in contact with others who are in this con- 
spiracy elsewhere than in this country. 
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This could, of course, be achieved by others coming to our country 
to bring these messages. But we have laws and regulations which 
rather effectively control that. Therefore, what is left in this 
sense is that American Communists must go where they need to 
go; and, incidentally, this is useful in itself because there are some 
sources of direction, some institutions of what we might call higher 
subversive learning, which they couldn’t attend by being brought 
here, they could go to only if they could travel. 

Now, I have answered this at some length. This does not answer 
completely why the travel of any one Communist is a danger to us. 
But let me emphasize what I said in my testimony, that at the present 
time the state of the law and our regulations are such that it isn’t 
just one Communist who is able to travel. It is any one of the members 
of this organization, and the total pattern of their travel is the pat- 
tern that makes this organization work, 

This is the thing on which it is dependent to work. I don’t say 
that if we had passport legislation we could cut off all means of their 
traveling and of their communicating. We could not. They could 
still perhaps travel illegally at times. You can go to South Americ: 
and travel further illegally, you can do these things, but the record 
shows they have done practically none of this during the years they 
could, 

Very few have taken advantage of this, and it seems to me for a 
good reason, because when you go around corners like that, when you 
stretch a trail thin, when you have to do things illegally and back- 
ward, you leave a much more open and obvious trail that somebody is 
going to pick up. 

You have that many more people who have to be in on it, you have 
that much more danger of compromise and, therefore, again, they 
don't like to have to do this. In extremity, they would, and in ex- 
tremity I suppose they would communicate by mail, too, and through 
the pouch. But in some things this is not enough. 

I don’t know, for example, how you would recruit an agent by mail, 
and I don’t think they know, either. 

Mr. Moutper. And, too, don’t you believe that visits by American 
Communist Party members from the United States to the Soviet 
Union strengthen their following into particular Communist prac- 
tices in that country through the use of propaganda? They make 
propaganda use of those visits by Communists in the Soviet Union in 
their newspapers and publicity which they give as a result of those 
Visits, 

Mr. Hanes. There is no question, Mr. Chairman, that this is abso- 
lutely true. Because it is a little more intangible I didn’t mention 
this, but it certainly is another aspect of the danger. 

But even the demonstrable and obvious dangers of the type that I 
mentioned, it seems to me, should be enough without our looking 
even beyond this. 

Mr. Moutper. That brings the Americans toward the people of the 
Soviet Union when that happens. 

Mr. Hanes. There is no question in my mind but that every time an 
American gets up in front of a Communist Party congress and starts 
praising the Soviet Union, the Soviet system, and tearing down the 
American system, certainly this has an effect wherever the Commu- 
nists put it out throughout the world; and they certainly do put it 
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out throughout the world, loud and clear through their media. And it 
does work with some people in the more backward areas of the world, 
where people are more naive, I have no doubt that sometimes people 
take this as an authoritative voice from America. 

Mr. Movtper. And it also keeps down dissensions within the Soviet 
Union itself, discourages resentment or dissension of the people. 

Mr. Hanes. To the extent it can be made to appear that there is 
strong support for communism in America, it certainly does so. 

Mr. Jonansen. In one exhibit introduced into the record this after- 
noon, we had a graphic illustration of that with the American woman 
representing wives and mothers embracing the North Korean with re- 
spect to the prosecution of the Korean conflict. 

Mr. Hanes. I think there is no question about that, sir. This sort 
of thing, with regard to North Korea particularly, was at a time 
when American troops were fighting a war there: anything, of course, 
that strengthens the belief that the Communists constantly try to fos- 
ter, that there is a vast difference between the American people and 
their Government, of course this is something that does what you say. 

I have tried, as I say, to suggest the total danger. Sometimes, of 
course, there is a specific danger, even in an individual traveling, 
that can be demonstrated. Not very often, however, because usually 
these dangers are things that we can only predict on the basis of our 
total knowledge of the Communist conspiracy and how it operates. 
They don’t volunteer to us exactly what they are doing. Sometimes 
they do, and sometimes there is a demonstrable danger in an individ- 
ual’s travel. 

Mr. Tavenner. In that connection, I suppose in many cases you 
are compelled to use confidential information in coming to a decision 
or a conclusion in a particular instance ? 

Mr. Hanes. I would go further than that. In the field of Com- 
munist passport matters, I would say that almost in every instance. 
you are required to use confidential information. Certainly in almost 
every instance if you are going to use the kind of criteria that I 
suggested, which is that you are talking about persons who are a 
real danger. A real danger means a current danger in most cases, 
not a danger that existed twenty years ago but which has since dis- 
appeared. 

The more current our information is about someone in the Commu- 
nist apparatus and the danger he poses, the more likely it is that we 
are unable to use it or to expose it publicly, and we must keep it confi- 
dential; because more than likely it comes from our primary sources 
of information, which are sources within the Communist Party. The 
greatest defense that we have, of all our defenses against the internal 
Communist menace, is knowledge of what it is doing. 

We have other defenses, travel controls, and others, but the greatest 
of the defenses is knowledge. Any time we are forced to choose 
between the use of one defense and another, in other words to dry up a 
current source of knowledge in order to defend against, let us say, the 
travel of an individual, we must, however reluctantly, if we are made 
to take that choice, choose to maintain the greatest defense, which is 
knowledge, and accept the other risk, however grave it is. 

But without question I would say that the primary sources, the 
fundamental sources of our information, on current Communist cases 
are confidential. 
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This does not mean, by the way, that the entire case is confidential 
by any manner of means. Generally the confidential information in- 
volved in a case is a relatively small part of the total case, yet an ex- 
tremely important part, because it usually provides the truth, the 
proof beyond a reasonable doubt. 

If you have something from a firsthand informant whom you know 
is all right because he is yours, this is what is called A-1 information, 
and this is the convincing proof on which you are willing to act. 

All of the other things, then, that are, in general, able to be produced 
are given credence because of this. 

The total case cannot be made public in most cases. However, we 
fee] that in all cases, what we would call a fair summary of the con- 
fidential information, could be made available publicly, keeping con- 
fidential only those aspects required to protect the source of 
information. 

But the general nature of the information, ample information to 
demonstrate why a passport was being refused, ample information 
upon which somebody could base a rebuttal if he were able to rebut it, 
this, we feel, could be made available. 

Incidentally, I might point out one other thing, that you generally 
can't even prove that a Consasades is a Communist or a Communist 
organization is a Communist organization without the use of confi- 
dential information. So very often the whole ground on which a case 
must rest also depends on that. a Pee 

The Communists don’t mail their party cards around, and generally 
you don’t have them. The only way you know that they exist is 
that somebody has seen one or has helped write it or has seen the 
book, or something of that sort. 

Mr. TavenNner. In other words, for a program of security pass- 
port legislation to have any chance of being successfully administered, 
it would have to take into consideration the discretion on the part 
of the Secretary of State in his use of confidential information ? 

Mr. Hanes. It would absolutely have to do this. As I say, this 
would not in any way preclude the Secretary giving a full ground on 
which he bases his refusal, but it would require that he be able to do 
whatever is necessary to protect investigative sources and methods: 
and it is usually the sources more than the nature of confidential in- 
formation. 


If I —— make one comment in this connection, when people talk 


about confidential information, you frequently get a reaction indicat- 
ing that they feel that you are talking about gossip or allegation or 
something vague, and the reason that it is confidential and you have 
to keep it confidential is that if you get it in the light of day it is so 
tennous it would fall flat. 

This, of course, is not in any sense the kind of information I am 
talking about. In fact, the harder, the more conclusive, the more 
current, and, indeed, the more authoritative any piece of confidential 
information in this field is, the less likely it is that we can make it 
publie, because the more likely it is that it comes from one of our 
very highest, trusted, and best and most current sources of informa- 
tion, whereas the kind of information that you can make public is gen- 
erally that which has long been in the public domain or creates no 
such problem. 
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I would also point out that the final decision under our old regula- 
tions, subject, of course, always to review by the courts, the final ce- 
cision had to be made (and we always felt it was a wise regulation ) 
by the Secretary of State personally. And the Secretary of State did 
make these decisions personally after going over this information. 

As I pointed out before, if you feel that the Secretary is going to 
exercise this discretion in order to utilize some tenuous and worthi- 
less information in order to come to a decision, then you must fee] 
that the country is in a lot graver danger than by his being arbitrary 
in the issuance of passports. 

Mr. JoHansen. May I comment at that point, that I gather the 
import of your testimony, Mr. Hanes, to be that there must be some 
discretionary authority, and obviously that discretionary authority 
must be vested somewhere in a responsible Federal] official in the State 
Department. 

Mr. Hanes. Yes, sir, absolutely. 

Mr. Jonansen. | will be perfectly willing to be called to order by 
the chairman for this observation, but I find that testimony not 
only very sound and solid, but I find very important relevance in 
that principle to hearings which are currently being held before an- 
other committee of which I am a member, the House Committee on 
Post Office and Civil Service, with respect to Government security 
legislation. 

I wish that that sort of a principle and statement could be enunci- 
ated as clearly and as brilliantly as I think the witness has with re- 
spect to that legislative field before that committee. 

Mr. Hanes. Thank you, sir. It certainly is true that in a field of 
this sort, unless somebody is trusted to exercise some authority and 
discretion, then you are not talking about anything that is capable of 
administration in any practical sense. You can surround adminis- 
tration by all the safeguards that are needed. I think you can sur- 
round it by perfectly ample safeguards. But somebody has to have 
some authority and discretion. 

Mr. Jonansen. Would you conceive it possible to have such elab- 
orate and extensive safeguards, and to still have the effect of shackling 
and handeuffing the operation ? 

Mr. Hanes. Yes, sir, I would. Again, safeguards, it seems to me, 
have to be realistic also. There are some safeguards that are basic 
and elemental. But in the first instance, any administrative proce- 
dure in any major department of government, as !s well known to this 
committee, anything that goes to the Secretary of State and goes 
through the kind of hearing process that we had in our former pass- 
port regulations is going to go through careful scrutiny at level after 
level after level, and finally, as I say, at the highest levels of the ad- 
ministration of government. 

Mr. Jonansen. But not to the point that you completely, as I say, 
shackle the very intent of nat ional defense and national security. 

Mr. Hanes. No, sir. As I say, somewhere, somewhere, there has 
to be a point where, having gone through this, somebody can make 
an authoritative decision. 

Mr. JonanseEn. Isn’t the ultimate, final safeguard the right of ad- 
judication in the courts? 

Mr. Hanes. That is what I was just going to say. This always 
exists. It seems to me that having provided these safeguards, which 
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I have mentioned and which I think are not shackling that the provi- 
sion, on top of that of saying that even with all this nobody is al- 
lowed to make a decision, that does become shackles. 

I would like to add one word to this, Mr. Johansen. One of the 
things that would most definitely be shackling as you suggested, is 
any legislation that enjoined the use of confidential information, 
because, as I say, to do that would be to create the illusion of control- 
ling the travel of Communists whereas in operation there would be 
no effective control. 

Mr. Jouansen. I am sure you meant to bring that out. 

Mr. Hanes. Yes, certainly. 

Mr. Tavenner. May I ask you to what extent derogatory infor- 
mation, which applicants so frequently harp upon as being denied 
them, is actually used when furnished by the State Department / 

Mr. Hanes. You are referring to these Communist cases, I suppose / 

Mr. Tavenner. Yes. In the Communist cases. 

Mr. Hanes. I listened to you here earlier this afternoon, and you 
have gone through this sort of thing a lot of times. It is well known 
to all of us, and it has certainly been tirelessly made apparent to us 
in all of these hearings, that they are not interested in having deroga- 
tory information, they are not interested in having anything else that 
they don’t have or that they claim they want. If you give them what 
they want, then they just find something else that they want. What 
they want to do is harp on something they don’t have and try on that 
basis to challenge the whole validity of the proceedings. They are 
not interested in derogatory or any other information because they 
are not interested in the facts. That is just what they are most dis- 
tinctly interested in not having come out, the facts. 

What they are interested in is trying in every way to drag out, to 
slow down, to stop, to cripple, to throw doubt on the validity of, to 
throw doubt on the legality of, to do every obfuscating thing possible 
that they can with regard to any kind of process, any kind of hearing, 
any kind of procedure, that is set up, and to seize on any one thing, 
such as the fact that they are not able to have certain derogatory i- 
formation—in the cases where they have asked in some hearings for 
information which we didn’t think at first should be made available 
and later on we found could be made available, this didn’t satisfy 
them. They were no longer interested in the information once they 
could get it. All they were interested in was that they could claim 
they were being denied something. 

If they got it, then they wanted to bury it under the table, because 
if it came out, then it was information and it was usually pretty 
derogatory information and they didn’t want it then. 

Mr. Tavenner. The committee would be interested in knowing or 
getting an appraisal from you as to the value of a nonmembership 
oath requirement. Of course, that has been at this time invalidated 
by the Supreme Court’s decision. 

But I ask you that question for another reason. It has nothing to 
do with passports. We so frequently hear opponents of all loyalty 
programs saying, “Well, there is no use in asking a Communist to give 
an oath because he doesn’t regard the sanctity of an oath and, there- 
fore, it doesn’t mean anything to him.” 

What has been the experience of your department in your oath 
requirement ? 
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Mr. Hanes. I feel very strongly that the oath requirement was one 
of the most provenly useful aspects of our regulations when we had 
it, and I would very strongly suggest that it be a part of any future 
legislation. I say this for two reasons: One is that a great many 
people who have applied have failed to execute the oath, and this 
permitted us, without the necessity of these endless hearings which 
they love, to just stop the proceedings because the applicant was not 
prepared to satisfy a basic requirement. 

We have always felt that if they weren't prepared to do so, we need 
not proceed; and the regulations and Executive orders and laws al- 
ways said there are certain requirements you had to meet, such as if 
you don’t pay the $10 you don't get a passport. If you don’t fill out 
the oath, you don’t get it. 

A great many people have refused to do this. This has been one 
of the areas where the Congress has been concerned. It is a little 
bit like income tax and gangsters. It is hard to get 

Mr. Tavenner. You are speaking of perjury prosecutions ? 

Mr. Hanes. Yes. They are frightened. This has been something 
a great many of them have come to and have not gone over the hurdle. 
Then, of course, a tremendous number apparently never came forward 
at all seeking a passport because of the existence of this oath require- 
ment. I say, apparently, because they are coming forth now. 

But there were an awful lot of these people that did not try. 

Incidentally, the kind of oath is not necessarily one of nonmember- 
ship. This is the point I wanted to make on this: We have felt that 
people going ferward to get passports should, as a matter of proce- 
dure, be required to state whether they are, or have been, members of 
the Communist Party. The requirement was not that you take an 
oath first that you were never a member of the Communist Party in 
order to be eligible to receive a passport. The statement was con- 
sidered on its merits under the regulations, Thus it is improper to 
refer to it, as many have, as a test oath. This term is often misunder- 
stood. We have never felt that you have to get up and swear you 
are not a Communist and have never been a Communist, but the im- 
portant aspect of this is that before you can proceed with a passport 
application, you have to state whether you have been a Communist. 
In other words, our requirement was that the oath be submitted, not 
that it be answered in a certain way. So it was not a requirement that 
you swore you had not been one, but that you were willing to state 
under oath what you had been. 

As you say, there has been an awful lot of comment about this oath 
provision. We felt it to be tremendously useful. The vast majority 
of ordinary citizens (and these people whom we are talking about are 
not) never would worry about taking an oath of this sort. I have 
always been pleased to take an oath on this subject myself. 

Mr, Jonansen, Actually it would involve a disclosure from the 
standpoint of Communist security concerns, a disclosure of confiden- 
tial information, which, for security reasons, quite apart possibly 
from even fear of perjury prosecution, they wouldn't be willing to 
disclose. In other words, they don’t want to surface. 


Mr. Hanes. Yes. That is the point I was trying to make. Ab- 
solutely. 


1 might add one or two points which I intended to cover in answer 
to some of Mr. Tavenner’s earlier questions. 
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There is generally no way we can know or ascertain exactly why a 
particular Communist wishes to travel abroad. He is not going to tell 
us on his application that he wants to subvert us or that he has a Com- 
munist mission to accomplish. We would be exceedingly naive if we 
did not assume that a Communist is certainly not going to advance our 
foreign policy interests; nor is he going to miss any opportunity to 
engage in activities inimical to our national security even if such is not 
the primary purpose of his trip. We may have information in a par- 
ticular case as to What a Communist intends to do abroad, but the more 
nefarious the purpose, the less likely we will be in a position to docu- 
ment it for the open record, Our foreign intelligence depends upon 
close cooperation with other friendly governments, and we cannot 
alford to prejudice our arrangements in this area. The facts in a par- 
ticular case are almost always speculative, if for no other reason than 
because they relate to future action. However, as Circuit Judge Fahy 
said in his dissent in Brieh7 vy. Dulles, “The Secretary cannot be re- 
quired to assume that a real Communist Party member who is a citizen 
of or otherwise owes allegiance to the United States, can be relied 
upon to adhere to his obligation of citizenship when it conflicts with 
the responsibility he has assumed by party membership.” Moreover, 
we have no wav of knowing, at least until after the damage has been 
done, where a Communist is going and what he is doing. (Once a per- 
son With a passport is out of the country we have no control over where 
he goes or what he does.) lis travel and his actions are governed 
entirely by whatever country he is able to and wishes to enter. Fur- 
thermore, Communists are notorious for misrepresenting the purposes 
of their travel and for that matter the places they intend to visit. 
They can always manufacturing a “sick grandmother” they must visit 
or any humber of compassionate reasons for the proposed travel. 

Legislation which would require the Department to demonstrate the 
specific anticipated harm to be caused by the travel of a particular 
Communist, as some well-meaning commentators have suggested, 
would in my opinion place an intolerable burden on the Department 
and render inetlective any realistic control over the travel of Commu- 
nists abroad. And, of course, legislation in this area should not be 
restricted to members of the Communist Party or persons under party 
discipline or control, but should include any person, regardless of his 
organizational affiliations, who is going abroad knowingly to cneage 
in activities in furtherance of the Communist conspiracy, Whatever 
may be said about the Communists, they are not dumb, and they are 
very adept at utilizing non-Communists to accomplish their purposes. 
We know, for example, that most of the Communist underground 
apparatus maintains no demonstrable connection with the Communist 
Party. Top espionage agents are rarely formal members of the party. 
This probiem is clearly apparent in the far-reaching effect of the Day- 
ton case, where the Supreme Couré held that, quite apart from the 
question of Communist Party membership, the Secretary of State did 
not have statutory authority to deny a passport to a person whom he 
has found to be going abroad knowingly to engage in activities in 
furtherance of the Communist movement. 

Let us not forget with reference to this matter that a Communist 
utilizing the vast resources of the party has little trouble documenting 
the “fact” that the purpose of his trave) abroad is innocuous. Expe- 
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rience has shown that a Communist can produce an endless stream of 
affidavits from Communist lawyers, doctors, etc., attesting to the “fact” 
that he is going abroad to paint or to sing or for his health. We should 
not be taken in by so obvious a tactic. 

Mr. Moutper. Proceed with the next question. 

Mr. Tavenner. I believe that is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Movtper. Without excusing Mr. Hanes as the witness, the com- 
mittee will convene in executive session immediately. 

The record will show that the subcommittee is now convening into 
executive session. 

(Whereupon, at 4:25 p.m., the subcommittee proceeded into execu- 
tive session, at the conclusion of which it reconvened in public session, 
and the following business was transacted :) 

Mr. Movtper. The committee after executive session returns and is 
now in open session. 

The committee, Mr, Hanes, is very much impressed with the clear, 
frank statements which you have made regarding the passport secu- 
rity regulations and practices and the state of the law with regard to 
them. You have the thanks of the committee for the contribution 
you have made to its efforts in this field. 

The subcommittee, after discusion of the matter, has unanimously 
agreed to request you to report specifically to the committee, orally or 
in writing, any suggestions that you have to offer regarding the form 
that a bill should take to cover the subjects of chapters 2 and 3 of the 
provisions of the immigration and passport security bill, referred to 
this committee as part of H.R. 2232. 

However, I think I should point out to you that this committee is 
concerned only with the security provisions of the passport laws, and 
we do not consider that matters relating to broader subjects in the field 
of passport law come within our jurisdiction. 

In other words, we only invite your comment and recommendations 
on the security phases of this subject under consideration by this 
committee. 

In response to this action by the subcommittee in executive session, 
I extend this invitation to you, and on behalf of this subcommittee I 
repeat our appreciation for your important and helpful cooperation 
in our hearings and deliberations on legislation to amend and 
strengthen the security provisions of the passport laws. 

Thank you very a. 

Mr. Hanes. Mr. Chairman, I will be very happy to respond to that 
request. It will take perhaps a few days. I will be glad to submit 
my comments concerning these chapters and concerning my thoughts. 

Incidentally, I have had occasion to look at the chapters you 
referred to of the passport security bill, and while there are a number 
of amendments I would suggest, I think my ideas are very close to the 
ideas expressed therein. 

Mr. Movtper. I see. Thank you. 

The committee will be adjourned. 

(Members of the subcommittee present at time of adjournment were 
Representatives Moulder and Johansen. ) 

(Whereupon, at 4:30 p.m., Friday, June 5, 1959, the subcommittee 
adjourned subject to the call of the Chair.) 
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Law 601, 791H ConeREss 


The legislation under which the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities operates is Public Law 601, 79th Congress [1946], chapter 
753, 2d session, which provides: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, * * * 


PART 2—RULES OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
X 


SEC, 121. STANDING COMMITTEES 


18. Committee on Un-American Activities, to consist of nine Members. 
Rute XI 
POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES 
* * * * * 


(q) (1) Committee on Un-American Activities. 

(A) Un-American activities. 

(2) The Committee on Un-American Activities, as a whole or by subcommit- 
tee, is authorized to make from time to time investigations of (i) the extent, 
character, and objects of un-American propaganda activities in the United States, 
(ii) the diffusion within the United States of subversive and un-American propa- 
ganda that is instigated from foreign countries or of a domestic origin and attacks 
the principle of the form of government as guaranteed by our Constitution, and 
(iii) all other questions in relation thereto that would aid Congress in any necessary 
remedial legislation. 

The Committee on Un-American Activities shall report to the House (or to the 
Clerk of the House if the House is not in session) the results of any such investi- 
gation, together with such recommendations as it deems advisable. 

For the purpose of any such investigation, the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit and act at such 
times and places within the United States, whether or not the House is sitting, 
has recessed, or has adjourned, to hold such hearings, to require the attendance 
of such witnesses and the production of such books, papers, and documents, and 
to take such testimony, as it deems necessary. Subpenas may be issued under 
the signature of the chairman of the committee or any subcommittee, or by any 
member designated by any such chairman, and may be served by any person 
designated by any such chairman or member. 

* * * * 


Rute XII 


LEGISLATIVE OVERSIGHT BY STANDING COMMITTEES 


Sec. 136. To assist the Congress in appraising the administration of the laws 
iid in developing such amendments or related legislation as it may deem neces- 
sary, each standing committee of the Senate and the House of Representatives 
shall exercise continuous watchfulness of the execution by the administrative 
igencies concerned of any laws, the subject matter of which is within the jurisdic- 
ion of such committee; and, for that purpose, shall study all pertinent reports 
ad data submitted to the Congress by the agencies in the executive branch of 


the Government. 
Vv 


RULES ADOPTED BY THE 86TH CONGRESS 
House Resolution 7, January 7, 1959 
* * 


* * * 


Rute X 
STANDING COMMITTEES 
1. There shall be elected by the House, at the commencement of each Con- 


gress, 
* * * * * * * 
(q) Committee on Un-American Activities, to consist of nine Members. 
~ * * * * * * 
Rute XI 
POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES 
* * * x + 


18. Committee on Un-American Activities. 

(a) Un-American activities. 

(b) The Committee on Un-American Activities, as a whole or by subcommittee, 
is authorized to make from time to time investigations of (1) the extent, char- 
acter, and objects of un-American propaganda activities in the United States, 
(2) the diffusion within the United States of subversive and un-American prop- 
aganda that is instigated from foreign countries or of a domestic origin and 
attacks the principle of the form of government as guaranteed by our Constitu- 
tion, and (5) all other questions in relation thereto that would aid Congress 
in any necessary remedial legislation. 

The Committee on Un-American Activities shall report to the House (or to the 
Clerk of the House if the House is not in session) the results of any such investi- 
gation, together with such recommendations as it deems advisable. 

For the purpose of any such investigation, the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit and act at such times 
and places within the United States, whether or not the House is sitting, has 
recessed, or has adjourned, to hold such hearings, to require the attendance 
of such witnesses and the production of such books, papers, and documents, and 
to take such testimony, as it deems necessary. Subpenas may be issued under 
the signature of the chairman of the committee or any subcommittee, or by any 
member designated by any such chairman, and may be served by any person 
designated by any such chairman or member. 

* * * * * * * 


26. To assist the House in appraising the administration of the laws and in 
developing such amendments or related legislation as it may deem necessary, 
each standing committee of the House shall exercise continuous watchfulness 
of the execution by the administrative agencies concerned of any laws, the subject 
matter of which is within the jurisdiction of such committee; and, for that 
purpose, shall study all pertinent reports and data submitted to the House by 
the agencies in the executive branch of the Government. 
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SYNOPSIS 


In addressing the House of Representatives on June 3, 1959, 
Congressman Francis E. Walter, chairman of the Committee on 
Un-American Activities stated: 


Mr. Speaker, on Sunday, May 31, the U.S. Information 
Agency announced that 69 paintings and works of sculpture 
had been selected for showing at the American National 
Exhibition in Moscow this summer. The art collection has 
already been crated and was scheduled to be shipped to the 
Soviet Union on the steamship Finnsailer, which I under- 
stand is now on the high seas. 

The 6-week American National Exhibition at which these 
works will be shown will be opened in Moscow’s Sokolniki 
Park on July 25 by Vice President Nixon. It is billed by 
the USIA as containing ‘cultural, scientific, and techno- 
logical exhibits designed to further Soviet understanding of 
life in America.” 

Of the 69 artists whose works have been chosen for exhibi- 
tion in Moscow, 34—a fraction less than 50 percent—have 
records of affiliation with Communist fronts and causes. Of 
these 34 there are 12 whose records appear to be relatively 
inconsequential, because they involve connections with only 
one or two Communist fronts or causes, and include no 
affiliation for a period of 10 years or more. 

This leaves 22, or one-third of the 69 artists, with signifi- 
cant records of affiliation with the Communist movement in 
this country. The routine check against the files of the 
House Committee on Un-American Activities indicates that 
these 22 artists have a minimum of 465 connections with 
Communist fronts and causes. 


In his address Congressman Walter set forth details of the service to 
the Communist movement by many of these artists and pointed out 
the manner in which their perverted so-called art works had already 
been used by Communist publications to further the cause of 
communism. 

In the instant hearings, Mr. Wheeler Williams, president of the 
American Artists Professional League, Inc., which is the largest 
organization of professional artists in the country, testified on the 
use of art as a weapon by Communists and gave an authoritative 
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appraisal of certain of the art works selected for display at the Ameri- 
can National Exhibition in Moscow. 

With respect to the reason for Communist subversion of art, Mr. 
Williams stated: 


They want to destroy all phases of our culture; and if they 
can destroy our faith in God and our faith in the beauty and 
wonders of our cultural heritage, including the arts and litera- 
ture and music and so forth, they can take us over without 
a hydrogen bomb. They can take us over with popguns. 


Commenting on Communist successes in subverting the arts, Mr. 
Williams stated: 


* * * T would say they have been successful beyond their 
wildest possible hopes. 


In regard to the works selected for display at the American National 
Exhibition in Moscow, Mr. Williams testified: 


I think the Soviet Union will be so delighted over this 
exhibition that they will not raise any question. This 
proves to them—and their hierarchy certainly knows much 
better than this committee does ha many Communist 
affiliations or actual Communist memberships are repre- 
sented—that this is a triumph on their part. 


Based upon his extensive background and experience, Mr. Williams 
characterized a number of the works selected for display as ‘‘meaning- 
less patterns,” “‘scribbles,’’ “doodles”? and, “crudely drawn.” He 
summarized his judgment of the art works selected for the exhibition 
as follows: 


It includes a number of “social protest”? paintings of no 
aesthetic or artistic importance; at least one revolting 
satirical lampoon; a heavy load of meaningless doodles in 
paint and bronze; and a few traditional works, only one or 
two of which have any outstanding merit. If it is judged on 
merit alone, it is a dismal and dreary potpourri. 

It fails utterly to give ‘“‘a true image of America’’ as it 
contains next to nothing to show the wondrous natural 
beauty with which God has endowed our beloved lands, to 
portray its glorious history, its heroes or its valiant people 
of varied races, and nothing to picture the wondrous archi- 
tecture of our cities or charm and beauty of our villages and 
towns. 


Frank C. Wright, Jr., specialist in psychological warfare who has 
been connected with the American Artists Professional League, Inc., 
and a member of the national board of directors, testified respecting 
“conquest by corrosion” in which the Communists use art as a weapon. 
Commenting on the Soviet cultural and scientific exhibition in New 


York City, Mr. Wright stated: 


They are giving the American people the false image of 
what the Soviet Union is like. When I was in psychological 
warfare we published a really authoritative report on slavery 
behind the Iron Curtain. It was, I think, the most authori- 
tative publication on what goes on in the forced labor camps 
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in the Iron Curtain countries. It has maps and statistics 
and is widely accepted. This is not being told to the people 
now. In faet, it is being denied specifically. 

The story is being leaked out very carefully that these 
slave camps have been abolished. The Warsaw charter for 
labor proclaims the rights of labor outside the Curtain, but 
each one of the rights of labor has been specifically denied to 
the labor inside the Curtain. This is bs I mean by pre- 
senting a false image. This is done with proclamations and 
words, but it is also done with communications of all kinds, 
and images, including art. 


Mr. Ben Shahn, an artist whose work was selected for display at 
‘ie American National Exhibition in Moscow, appeared in response 
a subpena. Mr. Shahn refused to answer whether he had ever 
een a member of the Communist Party and whether he had ever 
ntributed his art work for the purpose of raising funds for Com- 
wunist enterprises, on the Bloc among others, that his answers 
wight tend to incriminate himself. 

There was displayed to Mr. Shahn a series of documents pertain- 
ug to art exhibits under Communist auspices, including works of 
Sen Shahn and documents revealing service by Mr. Shahn in a num- 
jer of Communist enterprises. In response to questions on the sub- 
pet matter, however, Mr. Shahn invoked the privilege of the fifth 
amendment against self-incrimination. 

Mr. Philip Evergood, an artist whose work was selected for display 
at the American National Exhibition, appeared in response to a 
ubpena. Mr. Evergood refused to answer whether he had ever been 
imember of the Communist Party or whether he was presently a 
wember of the Communist Party, on the ground, among others, that 
\is answers might tend to incriminate himself. He, likewise, refused 
‘0 answer questions respecting his extensive service to the Com- 
munist movement in the field of art and propaganda. 
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WEDNESDAY, JULY 1, 1959 


Unitrep States House or REPRESENTA\IVES, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE 
CoMMITTEE ON Un-AMERICAN ACTIVITIES, 
Washington, D.C. 
PUBLIC HEARINGS 


A subcommittee of the Committee on Un-American Activities, 
composed of Representative Francis E. Walter, as chairman, and 
Representatives Morgan M. Moulder and August E. Johansen, as 
associate members, met, pursuant to call, at 10 a.m., in the caucus 
room, Old House Office Building, Hon. Francis E. Walter (chairman) 

residing. 

. ComaniGie members present: Francis E. Walter, of Pennsylvania; 
Morgan M. Moulder, of Missouri; William M. Tuck, of Virginia; 
William EF. Miller, of New York; and August E. Johansen, of Michigan. 

Staff members present: Richard Arens, staff director, and Francis 
J. McNamara, research analyst. 

The CuarrMan. The committee will come to order, 

As a background for the session today, I should like to make a few 
remarks and observations. 

On Sunday, May 31, the United States Information Agency an- 
nounced that 69 paintings and works of sculpture had been selected 
for showing at the American National Exhibition which will be opened 
by Vice President Richard M. Nixon in Moscow this summer. The 
exhibition at which these works will be shown, according to the 
United States Information Agency press announcement, is to con- 
tain “cultural, scientific, and technological exhibits designed to fur- 
ther Soviet understanding of life in America.” The United States 
Information Agency press announcement concerning the art collec- 
tion listed the names of the 69 artists whose works would be displayed 
at the exhibition. When I glanced at the list of names, I was shocked 
to find the names of a number of persons who were known by me, in 
my work as chairman of the Committee on Un-American Activities, 
to be either Communists or persons with extensive records of service 
to the Communist movement in this country. I could hardly believe 
that the United States Information Agency would sponsor the works 
of such people ‘to further Soviet understanding of life in America.’ 
Immediately, I requested the staff of the Committee on Un-American 
Activities to make a careful yet routine check of the committee files 
on the 69 names. This routine check, may I state, is a service which 
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the Committee on Un-American Activities regularly renders to any 
executive agency of the Government which requests it. 

I might add at this point that agencies of the Government maintain 
people in the office of the committee continuously. 

As I stated in my address in the House of Representatives on June 
3, the routine check disclosed that of the 69 artists whose works have 
been chosen for exhibition in Moscow, 34—a fraction less than 50 
percent—have records of affiliation with Communist fronts and 
causes. Of these 34 there are 12 whose records appear to be relatively 
inconsequential, because they involve connections with only one or 
two Communist fronts or causes, and include no affiliation for a 
period of 10 years or more. This leaves 22, or approximately one- 
third of the 69 artists, with significant records of affiliation with the 
Communist movement in this country. This routine check against 
the files of the House Committee on Un-American Activities indi- 
cates that these 22 artists have a minimum of 465 connections with 
Communist fronts and causes. 

In my address I set forth details of the service to the Communist 
movement by many of these artists and pointed out the manner in 
which their perverted so-called art works had already been used by 
known Communist publications to further the cause of communism. 

In response to my address, from the crossroads of this Nation | 
received a substantial volume of mail from Mr. and Mrs. America, 
who, almost without exception, registered strong protest against the 
makeup of the exhibition and expressed resentment that the work 
of Communists and Communist sympathizers should be sent to 
Moscow as examples of American culture. 

According to the press, however, the USIA disavowed any concern 
over the “political views” of the artists. May I say that the letters 
which I have received from the rank and file of the American people 
did not confirm USIA’s impression that communism is a “political” 
matter. The American people in their letters to me recognize that 
Communists are Communists and that communism is communism. 
They know, even if the USIA does not know, that communism is not 
a ‘political’ matter but is a conspiracy against the free world and that 
a Communist, by very definition, is part and parcel of that conspiracy. 
The American people know also that a Communist’s total commitment 
and allegiance is to the conspiracy. 

Let me again make the record abundantly clear that this Com- 
mittee on Un-American Activities is not concerned with the relative 
merit of the art work as such. It is, however, concerned with the 
activities of any person who is a Communist or who serves the Com- 
munist movement, be he an artist, an educator, a labor leader, a 
businessman, or of any occupation which has been penetrated by the 
international Communist conspiracy. 

Although the USIA apparently does not consider that art may be 
used as a weapon to further the cause of communism, the Com- 
munists do. et me repeat two quotations from authoritative 
sources within the conspiracy itself: 

Addressing the 21st Congress of the Communist Party of the 
Soviet Union on January 27 of this year, Nikita Khrushchev made the 
following statement: 


_It is the duty of * * * sculptors and painters to raise still 
higher the content and artistic level of their work, to con- 
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tinue as energetic assistants of the party and the state in the 
Communist education of the working people. 


Writing in the Communist New Masses magazine in 1946—the 
magazine to which 16 of these artists have contributed—U.S. Com- 
munist Party Chairman William Z. Foster said: 


There must be a clear understanding that art is a weapon 
in the class struggle. Not only is art a weapon, but a very 
potent one as well. Moreover, rising soutnlaiaes social 
classes instinctively realize the importance of art as a social 
weapon and have always forged their own art and used it to 
challenge that of the existing ruling class. 


I mentioned that Vice President Nixon will open the American 
National Exhibition in Moscow. I cannot believe that he would 
knowingly condone this exhibition in view of the following statement 
which he made as a Member of Congress on July 18, 1949, as quoted 
in The Nation magazine of January 10, 1953: 


I realize that some very objectionable art, of a subversive 
nature, has been allowed to go into Federal buildings in 
many parts of the country * * * At such time as we may 
have a change of administration and in the majority of 
Congress, I believe a committee of Congress should make a 
thorough investigation of this type of art in Government 
buildings with a view to obtaining removal of all that is 
found to be inconsistent with American ideals and principles. 


The Kremlin lays great stress on its cultural and scientific exhibi- 
tion which was opened this week in New York City by First Deputy 
Soviet Premier Frol R. Kozlov. 

1 must confess less enthusiasm over their exhibition than was 
registered by certain officials of this Government, including the 
President of the United States, who took leave from his duties in Wash- 
ington to make a special trip to view the exhibition staged by the 
masters of the most deadly conspiracy against humanity the world 
hasever known. Although they are dripping in blood, Khrushchev and 
his arch-conspirators are dileaine on American soil, with all the 
hospitality of this free Nation, an exhibition which would charm the 
viewer into the illusion that the Red empire of slavery and human 
misery is one of culture and refinement. Our exhibition to be opened 
in Moscow is saturated with the work of servants of the same con- 
spiracy and will emphasize the seamy side and perverted concepts of 
America. 

When Adolf Hitler and his gang of Nazi criminals were butchering 
aid torturing the innocents in concentration camps in central Europe, 
would any official of this Government welcome on American soil an 
wt display depicting the beauty of Nazi culture? 

The Committee on Un-American Activities is pleased to receive 
today the testimony of representatives of the American Artists Pro- 
fessional League, Inc., which will be represented by Mr. Wheeler 
Williams, president, and by Mr. Frank C. Wright. 

Will you call your first witness, Mr. Arens? 

Mr. Arens. Will Mr. Wheeler Williams kindly come forward? 

Remain standing while the chairman administers an oath, please. 

The CuarrMAN. Raise your right hand, please. 
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Do you swear the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Wiurams. I do. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Williams, I was interested in a letter that you 
wrote to the editor of my home-town newspaper in Easton, Pa. You 
probably did not know it but the editor of that paper was discharged 
from the Navy in 1942 because he was a mental case and maybe that 
accounts for the type of editorial that you were disturbed about. 

In addition to that, he is a contributor to Communist magazines, 
which, of course, explains it. 

You did not know that or you would not have bothered to write 
him a letter. 

Mr. Wiuuiams. I certainly agree with you. 


TESTIMONY OF WHEELER WILLIAMS 


Mr. Arens. Mr. Williams, for the purpose of this record now, will 
you kindly identify yourself by full name, residence, and occupation? 

Mr. Wituiams. Wheeler Williams, Madison, Conn.; occupation, 
sculptor. 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today, Mr. Williams, as president 
of the American Artists Professional League, Incorporated? 

Mr. WitxiaMs. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. I expect to ask you about the League in a moment. 
Before I do so, I should like to inquire on this record respecting your 
own personal background. Give us, if you please, sir, first of all a 
word about your education. 

Mr. Wixuiams. I was educated in the Latin School in Chicago, 
Phillips Exeter Academy, Yale-Sheffield Scientific School, and then 
the Graduate School of Architecture at Harvard; and as art education, 
I studied at the Art Institute in Chicago from the time I was a child, 
Copley Society in Boston night school while I was at Harvard, and 
finally at the Ecole des Beaux-Arts in France. 

Mr. Arens. In addition to being president of the American Artists 
Professional League, you are a former president of the National 
Sculpture Society, is that correct? 

Mr. Wiu1aMs. That is correct. 

Mr. Arens. And a6 are also a past president of the Fine Arts 
Federation of New York, is that correct? 

Mr. Correct. 

Mr. Arens. And also a past vice president of the Architectural 
League of New York? 

Mr. Correct. 

Mr. Arens. And you have also served as a sculptor member of 
the Art Commission of the City of New York, is that correct? 

Mr. Correct. 

Mr. Arens. You are also a member of the National Academy of 
Design, Allied Artists, American Veterans Society of Artists, and 
similar organizations? 

Mr. Correct. 

Mr. Arens. Your works have been displayed, have they not, Mr. 
Williams, in the four corners of the earth? 

Mr. WiiuraMs. That may be a slight exaggeration, but my works 


are owned by public institutions and private corporations and private 
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individuals in their collections in 44 States of this country and a good 
many foreign countries. 

Mr. Arens. What is the last principal architectural work which 
you completed? 

’ Mr. Witut1Ams. My most recent one was my statue of Senator 
Robert A. Taft for the Taft Memorial here in Washington. 

Mr. Arens. Would you also give us, for this record, please, just a 
word about your service in the military? 

Mr. Wituiams. Very briefly, I enlisted as a private first class cadet 
and was made shortly second lieutenant in the USA Balloon Corps in 
World War I and served finally as Conimandant of Camp Wilson, 
which was a satellite field for the purpose of final instructions before 
going overseas for direction of anikes fire. That was World War I. 
~ In World War II, I served in the Navy as officer in charge of the 
U.S. Navy Terrain Model School for Officers of all services. 

Mr. Arens. Have you had any special experience, in the course of 
your life, in studying or investigating the subject of Communist 
subversion? 

Mr. Wiutrams. Shortly after World War II, I was just beginning 
to get started again in my own profession when I was called once 
again to Federal grand jury duty in the Southern District of New 
York. It developed that that particular term was for 18 months and 
it was a special grand jury solely for subversive investigation. 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Williams, kindly give us just a word about 
the American Artists Professional League, of which you are president 
and which you are representing in this proceeding today. 

Mr. Witiiams. The American Artists Professional League is, I 
believe I can safely say, the largest art organization of professional 
artists in this country. We have memberships and chapters across 
the land of somewhere around 2,000 members and it was founded 
28 years ago, not so much as an exhibition society but as an educa- 
tional organization and also to work for the best interests of the 
professions throughout the land. I think it has done a great deal of 
good in many ways. It originated and has fostered and sponsored 
over the years American Art Week, which is annually proclaimed 
by the President and which this last year, on a check we made, 
seemed to have reached a total audience of some 36 million people. 

Mr. Argens. Just a word, please, about the position of the American 
Artists Professional League through the years on the subject of 
communism, 

Mr. Wituiams. We have been adamantly anti-Communist. 

Mr. Arens. Now, sir, when was your attention first directed to 
or when did you first become aware of, the situation, which we shall 
subsequently discuss, with reference to the American National 
Exhibition in Moscow? 

Mr. WiiuraMs. The first I heard of it was when I saw the announce- 
ment of the jury and at that time I was alarmed by the jury named 
aid wrote to the President. 

Mr. Arens. May I inquire what you mean by the jury, so that our 
record may be clear? 

Mr. Wiitrams. The jury of selection to select the works to exhibit 
the art of this country in Moscow. 


Mr. Arens. You saw the announcement of this jury in the papers 
and you say you dispatched a letter to the President, is that correct? 


h, 
at 
te 
l] 
1? 
it 
t. 
ir 
a 
D, 
n 
1, 
1, 
d 
il 
1 
f 
d 
B 


904 THE AMERICAN NATIONAL EXHIBITION, MOSCOW 


Mr. Witurams. That I did. 

Mr. AreEns. Could you give us the essence of the letter at this time. 
the date of the letter, and then submit the letter for incorporation in 
the record, please, sir? 

Mr. Wiuuiams. The letter is relatively brief. I can read a certain 
portion of it. 

Mr. Arens. And give the date, please, sir. 

_Mr. Wrturams. The date of the letter was March 10, 1959, imme 
diately after the publication of the jury. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Williams, this was before the art, so called, 
was selected? 

Mr. WituraMs. Before the art was selected, yes, sir. 

(Reading from copy of letter): 

The American Artists Professional League, Inc., which has the largest member- 
ship of any art society in the United States, is gravely concerned by the choice of 
the jury to select the paintings and sculpture which will represent American Ar 
in Moscow in July. 

The history of American Art Exhibitions in Europe, from the show recalled by 
the State Department to the debacle of the Brussels Fair, has reflected little honor 
on our country. Nor can we expect that work selected by a jury such as has 
been announced will prove any exception to this rule. 

The conservative artists of the world have had their fill of museum director, 
critics, and so-called art experts. 

No one would expect the manager of a hospital to tell the surgeons how to 
operate; nor would he be considered qualified to judge between doctors on their 
merits as technicians. 

Many people doubt the advantages of any cultural exchange with Russia, but 
at least we must be sure that any work sent over there will be of a high quality, 
and cannot be used as proof of the decadence existing under a capitalistic system. 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Williams, when was the next time your at- 
tention was directed in any consequential manner to the American 
National Exhibition in Moscow? 

Mr. Wituiams. The next I knew of it was when I heard, or saw 
in the papers the speech by your chairman, Congressman Walter, 
which brought out the horrible proportion—and thank goodness, very 
unfair proportion—chosen of people with Communist affiliations. 

The professions are not that badly infiltrated. 

May I say that naturally I wrote immediately to congratulate 
Congressman Walter on his alertness and courage in bringing this 
matter to the public’s attention. 

The CuHarrMAN. I do not know how alert I was, Mr. Williams, but 
I do not think I ever got over the shock that I received at Brussels 
when I saw the photograph of the Capitol of the United States. 
This was a large, beautiful photograph blown up of the most beautiful 
capitol in the world and for all of the people in the world to see. 
Unfortunately, it was taken down here in one of the most squalid slum 
areas in America and showed half-clothed children sitting in mud 
and what have you, all these horrible slums that have long since 
been cleared and, off in the background, was this beautiful Capitol. 

Now, you cannot tell me that somebody did not select that photo- 
graph on purpose. 
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Mr. Wituiams. I am sure they did. 

(At this point, Mr. Tuck entered the hearing room.) 

The CHAIRMAN. That is what I mean when I say I was so shocked 
that the moment I saw what was happening I was sure that the same 
people had their finger in both of these exhibitions. 

Mr. Jonansen. Mr. Chairman, before counsel proceeds, I do not 
want to anticipate counsel’s questioning and I certainly do not want to 
violate the amenities, but was there any acknowledgment ever received 
with respect to your letter to the President of the United States? 

Mr. WitutaMs. I am afraid it never reached him. I have the high- 
est regard for the President. He has written me personal letters. 
To this one I received no reply.! 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Williams, you expressed your grave concern after 
you had read the speech, or on account of the speech, by the chairman 
of this committee on the Communist background and service to the 
Communist movement of a number of these artists whose works are 
being sent to Moscow. Based upon your background and experience 
in the art movement of this country, were you surprised? 

Mr. WinuraMs. Frankly, considering the jury, I was not surprised. 

Mr. Arens. Have you had, on the basis of your background and 
experience, similar experiences in the past in the use by the Govern- 
ment of the United States of so-called art works of American artists? 

Mr. Witirams. Well, I am going to come to that a little later, if 
I may, in connection with Government exhibitions abroad and so 
forth. 

The CHarrmMan. Mr. Williams, may I ask you who selected this 
jury? 

Mr. Witi1ams. That I would say is a very key question. I believe 
that we now know that the USIA had a committee of 11 citizens and 
the State Department apparently has a standing committee of 11 
citizens to advise on the arts and they, in turn, selected 6 people to 
select the jury and these 6 people selected the jury. And one of 
those who was selected for the jury, Aline Loucheim, could not serve 
and then there was a substitution made. 

Mr. Arens. Can you give us a summary of similar experiences? 

Mr. Wititams. May I say, speaking of Aline Loucheim, I do not 
think she would have been of help. She has been an alleged art 
critic, upholding some things I do not like about art, some phases of 
modern art. 

Mr. Arens. Would you speak on some similar experiences in the 
past? 

Mr. Wiuu1ams. May I digress for a moment and ask to have in- 
serted in the record the policy of the American Artists Professional 
League, as described in this pamphlet called “War Cry”? 

The CHarrMAN. Yes, 

‘The witness has since asked it be noted that, speakingf rom the best of his recollection, he was in error. 
A courteous acknowledgment had been received, had doubtless been called to his attention, but was in the 


‘iles of the corresponding secretary of the League. The date of the reply from the White House was March 
% to his letter of March 10 1959 


44006—59-—_8 


0 
ir 
it 
n 
is 
it 
Is 
1] 
nN 
d 
)- 


906 THE AMERICAN NATIONAL EXHIBITION, MOSCOW 


(The information referred to follows:) 
Tue AMERICAN ARTISTS PROFESSIONAL LEAGUE INC, 


National Headquarters: 15 Gramercy Park, New York 3, N.Y. 
War Cry 


We believe that the time has come for American Artists who hold fast to the 
time-honored tenets of beauty, craftsmanship and integrity to assert their faith 
in the cause. We believe that the time has come for all serious artists of our time 
who hold fast to the canons of art with relation to rhythm, proportion, composi- 
tion, form and color, which have endured for centuries, to crusade for these verities 
in the art of America today. 

For too long a time, and with our habitual American tolerance, we have stood 
aside and let the sensationalists and revolutionaries take the center of the stage. 
We have tolerated, without protest, the initiators of the decadent isms which were 
spawned abroad some decades ago. We have permitted, without public protest, 
this debauching of all that is noble in art. So long have we tolerated this intru- 
sion that it has now gained a disproportionate place in the American art scene. 

At first we ignored these sensationalists as harmless; now they have infiltrated 
our large exhibitions, our art juries, our art societies and our art museums. They 
now dominate art courses in many of our colleges and art schools. Art journals 
and art news editors have bowed to the call of their weird incantations until the 
beauty-loving public, mystified by their madness, has about decided that, if this 
is art, it wants no more art. 

If our artists who thrill at the wonders of God’s creation and who aspire to share 
their inspiration with others through their art, wish to regain the esteem and 
appreciation of the public, they must now, with strong resolution, go into aggres- 
sive action. And they must work fast if a generation or more of potential talent 
is not to be smothered for lack of proper instruction. 

The American Artists Professional League, with its some 2000 members across 
the land, stands ready to do its part. Under the vigorous chairmanship of 
Wheeler Williams, N.A., the Program Committee offers a 6-Point program. 

(1) We must demand that newspapers and magazines carrying art news 
supplement their staffs with at least one critic sympathetic to Modern Classicists. 
Rifts must be made in what has aptly been called the Paper Curtain that prevents 
the public from knowing that many fine modern artists are still doing work they 
will welcome and understand. 

(2) We must demand that large art exhibitions, national, regional and local, 
have separate juries and separate exhibition areas for Modern Classicists. We 
are entitled to juries of our peers and to have our works shown in conjunction 
with works of similar motivation. 

(3) We must demand that all medals, awards, fellowships or grants given or 
endowed by patrons or benefactors—who are known to Lave been motivated 
by appreciation for man’s heritage of Classic art and interest in fostering Classic 
art—be awarded only by juries of the Classic Schools of Modern Art. (Let the 
adherents of the Cult of the Isms endow their own and not poach upon the gener- 
osity of others living and dead who do not or did not share their extreme tastes. 

(4) We must continue our battle to see that art is not socialized under political 
bureaucracy. 

(5) We must do everything in our power to see that, once again, teachers who 
believe in our great heritage of art, know how to teach the fundamentals, and who 
can, by encouragement and constructive criticism, help the aspiring to develop 
his individual talents, are selected to man the Art Departments of our grade 
and high schools, our colleges and our professional schools of art. ; 

(6) While in large measure this fad for the isms of modern art is only a mani- 
festation of our troubled times and its exponents and proponents are both loyal 
and sincere, we can no longer overlook the important element of Coramunist 
involvement, aware by their own statements that they regard art as a weapon of 
revolution. The Key? It is obvious that they promote the isms to destroy 
standards and traditions just as they employ “social realism’”’ to stir resentment 
and employ the few fine artists caught at one time or another in their net * * * 10 
open doors to art associations and the purse strings of fellowship and scholarship 
funds to the benefit of their adherents. 

Therefore, it is also encumbent on us to alert authorities where known and 
unrepentant party-liners are assigned as teachers, jury members or invited 4& 
exhibitors. 

Equally, when patriotic civic groups take similar action, we should rally 
their support. 
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Mr. WriuutaMs. May I ask you to repeat your question? 

Mr. AreEns. Yes, sir. What has been the basis of your background 
and experience in the art movement of this country and, as one of the 
leading artists of this Nation, what has been your experience in similar 
noe of the Government of the United States promoting art 
abroad? 

Mr. Wruutams. May I start at home? 

Mr. Arens. If you please, sir. 

Mr. Wiiu1aMs. The Government became properly interested in the 
problems of the artist during the depression and at that time—with 
the best intention, I am sure, in the world—they founded the WPA 
for arts. I could go on at length as to its sorry picture, particularly 
in the New York area where I think it was very definitely admitted to 
be Communist-controlled by the end. I think we are all aware of the 
number of U.S. Post Office murals that were painted showing the 
seamy side, the tragic side, which exists here in America as it exists 
inevery country. There are always some slums and tragic conditions. 

It was not a very happy result for all the WPA effort made for the 
artists. 

Then they had the Section of Fine Arts at the same time, and I can 
assure you that, when that was first started, the members of the 
Sculpture Society thought this was a wonderful thing, and by the 
grand phraseology with which it started it sounded fine. 

At the end of one year, I was asked to run a questionnaire to see 
what the sculptors thought of it. 

The answer was it was terrible; that the Section of Fine Arts had 
turned things upside down and were running the thing in very curious 
fashion; and all you have to do is to go to our own Justice Department 
building and go up the staircase and you will find plenty of examples 
of things right here that are of the kind that, probably, Vice Presi- 
dent Nixon was speaking of in the quotation made earlier. 

Also, here at home at the World’s Fair, the Section of Fine Arts 
moved in, begged, and pleaded, and finally the appointed com- 
missioner let them take over the selection of sculpture and art work 
for the U.S. Building at the World’s Fair. 

I would just cite two things. 

One is that, later, the commissioner told me that he had heard 
and actually seen a certain amount of dirty politics in ward politics 
in the City of New York, but he had never seen anything worse 
than the handling of allegedly fair juries by the section. Also there 
was a statue of Lincoln put up there that the public disliked so much 
that they had to take it down, their selections were so bad. 

Still here in this country, a Government agency also fostered an 
exhibition’in the veterans’ hospitals, and I would refer you to Con- 
gressman George A. Dondero and his speech on that, which covers 
it very thoroughly. 

At this moment I would like to say how many of the American 
artists, and the American’ Artists Professional League, in toto, I am 
sure, honor Congressman Dondero. : 

After all, he single-handedly did a job of alerting the public to 
what has been and is going on, and continues to go on, in the field 
of fine arts in this country. 
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Mr. JoHANSEN. Mr. Chairman, at that point I would like, as a 
member of this committee, to express appreciation for that tribute to 
our former colleague, whom all of us respect very highly. 

Mr. Arens. Now, would you recount experiences which the Goy- 
ernment has had in the past with similar exhibits abroad? 

Mr. Witttams. While I am talking about Congressman Dondero, 
I want to say it is a great tribute to his faithfulness to his duty and, 
wishing to be fair, to his faithfulness in all the investigations that he 
handled and the documents that he had to handle, that no one has 
ever successfully challenged any citation of Communist affiliation he 
made on a lot of people. 

I have heard him called, from platforms, a liar and so forth. | 
have heard the most derogatory statements made about him, but it 
is significant to me that not a single artist who was cited as having 
belonged to the Communist Party or fronts by Congressman Dondero 
has ever availed himself of the privilege of coming before your com- 
mittee, Mr. Congressman, and, asking to be sworn, stated under 
oath that he did not belong to the party or to such front or fronts as 
were cited. 

I hear, again and again, people saying, ‘‘after all, it is criminal the 
way tbey attack people without proof and the poor man cannot say 
anything about it. How can he clear himself?” 

he answer is very clear. Am I right, sir? He can come before 
this committee, and you will give him a chance to be sworn and testify 
if he so chooses. 

The Cuarrman. Of course. 

(At this point, Mr. Miller entered the hearing room.) 

Mr. Arens. Would you give similar experiences abroad? 

Mr. Wiuurams. We are all aware of the fiasco of the 1955-56 travel- 
ing show which was recalled by the State Department and quite 
rightly. I was looking at the catalogue of that only yesterday, and 
it is interesting to note the duplication of so many names in that 
exhibition and in the present choice to be shown in Moscow. 

Mr. Arens. Are there other similar experiences? 

Mr. Witurams. It puzzles me that we have no other artists. 
Must we always show these same ones? It looks very much as if it is 
a panel of people selecting a select chosen few. 

r. Arens. Are there other similar experiences? 

Mr. Wixuiams. Yes. Of course, we went on from that exhibit to 
the “Sports in Art’’ show. 

The Cuarrman. Before you go into that, I think it is pretty gen- 
erally admitted that some of this art reflects on Americans. One of 
the people in USIA, I think it was, said that it is admitted that this 
one painting depicts an American general as being whatever it is, but 
the purpose of that is to let the Communists know that in America we 
can criticize. 

Well, with many years of experience in and out of the services, | 
have yet to see as dissolute a looking figure as the person portrayed in 
this painting. 

I just could not imagine anybody wearing a uniform, either as an 
apprentice seaman or a general or an admiral, looking like the figure 
in this painting. Certainly there was nothing connected with it to 
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indicate the purpose; and it seems to me that, in view of the fact that 
the artist is a Communist, he was trying to portray by that painting 
his feeling of hatred toward our military. 

Mr. Wixuiams. I think statements he has made indicate that that 
is true. 

Also it is not a work of art. It is a satirical cartoon. 

The CuarrmMan. That is right. It is a satirical cartoon. 

Mr. Wixirams. Which does not belong in an art exhibition. 

Mr. Aruns. I do not want to consume too much of the record on 
the specifics of similar experiences except to elicit from you whether 
or not the experience of the Government in this field has been about 
the same. 

Mr. WitttaMs. I think it is important because we have been un- 
fortunate in having similar mistakes made by well-intentioned people 
in the Government. 

I am sure they are well intentioned, but I think they are playing 
in a field they do not understand. I think they should learn. 

“Sports in Art” was an exhibition they were going to send to the 
Olympics. It was shown in the Dallas Museum; and the good citizens 
of Dallas, with the Dallas County Patriotic League and the American 
Legion and the American Artists Professional League Chapter down 
there, made so great an outcry that it was not sent. 

Then we all know the disgracefully bad show sent to Brussels last 
year, which Congressman Walter just mentioned. 

The CuarrMan. In that connection, they had a huge photograph 
of a football game, and it was almost impossible to determine what 
it was because it had been cut in sections and was set up at different 
angles. Finally, after much maneuvering around, I discovered that 
this was a picture of a halfback going off tackle. This I was able to 
determine because I know something about football. 

I am just wondering how many peasants from the area around 
there that had never seen a football game could tell what it was. 

Mr. Wiuurams. I think we should be proud of the record of our 
ee in having canceled and called back so many of their 

oops. 

Mr. Arens. How many have they called back? 

Mr. Wixurams. They called back the traveling exhibition I men- 
tioned. They canceled the one in Dallas, and I believe there is one 
other that they have called back. 

In addition to that, I think we ought to take a little cheer from the 
fact that we are not the only country that makes bloops about art. 
They may make it in a different way. 

In 1937, when I was in Paris, I went to the Russian Building there, 
ind in it they had a mural some 40 or 50 feet long, an enormous mural 
of the May Day Parade, and I must say it was pretty well painted. 

While I was standing there, a man put up a ladder and proceeded 
'o paint out the face of one of the men standing next to Stalin. That 
intrigued me so I went back the next day. The man had a new face, 
but another face was being painted out. So it became my hobby to 
yo every day and see what the score was. I did not stay all summer, 
but I believe by the end of the summer practically everybody in the 
line had been painted to be somebody else. That was, of course, the 
summer of the purge. They did it right in public daily. 
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The CHatrMaAN. That reminds me that one of the Justices of the 
Supreme Court, in discussing the Supreme Court’s decisions, said they 
were like an excursion ticket, good for one day only. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Williams, I expect to interrogate you on some of 
the specific art presentations which are now en route to Moscow, a 
dozen or so in particular on which we want to elicit your comments, 

Before doing so, I should like to inquire of you now, is art susceptible 
to use as a weapon by the Communists? 

Mr. Wiuurams. I think there is no question about that. 

Mr. Arrens. Would you please elaborate on that and give us the 
basis for your conclusion? 

Mr. WituiAms. Well, sir, they say it is themselves. The Congress- 
man has already quoted Foster, the head of the Communist Party 
in this country, stating that art is a weapon and a very important 
weapon. I have considerable difficulty in trying to persuade many 
of my business friends that they consider it as an important weapon. 
It seems to me quite obvious that the first thing they want to do to 
any country outside of the Iron Curtain, and particularly ours, is to 
destroy our faith in God, our religions. 

Mr. Arens. How do they do it by art? How do they use art asa 


weapon? 

Mr. Wixuiams. Well, why they want to destroy art is equally 
important or second almost to religion. They want to destroy a 
phases of our culture; and if they can destroy our faith in God and 
our faith in the beauty and wonders of our cultural heritage, including 
the arts and literature and music and so forth, they can take us over 
without a hydrogen bomb. They can take us over with popguns. 

Mr. Arzuns. How do they use art as a furtherance of the objectives 
of communism to destroy the United States as its principal target? 

Mr. WitiiAms. We must remember that the policy of the Soviet 
Government on art is ‘Socialist Realism.’”’ Now, ‘Socialist Realism” is 
the credo in their own land, but that is ‘Socialist Realism” used as a 
tool of uplift, used to commemorate great events, things we can under- 
stand. It is a propaganda tool, shall we say, and is perfectly natural 
and normal and can be a fine one as it is here. 

Take Howard Chandler Christie, my late great pal, and his wonder- 
ful painting of the signing of the Declaration of Independence. ‘ That 
is a fine use of art. But that kind they are constantly disavowing 
for other kinds of strange forms of art outside the Iron Curtain. They 
very definitely state that they use Communist protest realism for 
destructive purposes. 

That is their first weapon, “social protest’’ realism, and we will see 
some examples of that in the work which is planned to be shown in 
Moscow. 

Mr. Arens. We will get into the specifics in a few moments with 
these exhibits. 

Mr. Wiuu1as. It is in that connection that the New Masses has 
had any number of pictures of satirical protest and so forth, such as 
the painting mentioned by Congressman Walter a few moments ago. 
That is the type of thing that they use as social protest. 

In addition to that, they aid and abet in every way the “isms,” 
the destructive “isms.”’ They regard those as a useful destructive force 
to destroy people’s love and understanding of art, their love of beauty, 
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and their whole heritage of culture. It is significant that outside of 
Russia, the leader of all leaders of the ‘‘isms’”’ is Picasso for them, 
and Picasso has stated: ‘Art is not to decorate apartments. Art 
is a weapon of revolution, and my art is revolutionary art.” Yet, 
Pablo Picasso has been featured in almost every magazine in this 
country with rave articles this last year by some strange arrangement. 

Incidentally, may I, as an artist, say that I regard him as a trivial 
artist who, even in his earlier blue-and-pink period, showed only mild 
talent. 

It is also significant that all, or almost all, of the leaders, the heroes 
of the “ism’’ movements, the top heroes have been Communists. 

It is also significant that they used in Russia all the “isms” as 
weapons of revolution, up through the Revolution and until 1922. 
It was only when they had solidified their power that they ruled 
these out, and Kandinsky and others went back to Germany and 
elsewhere outside the Iron Curtain to create further unrest in the 
arts. 

Wassily Kandinsky was the Russian who invented the idea of non- 
objective art. What they call abstract art, although that is a misuse 
of a word. 

Mr. Arrens. Now, Mr. Williams, have you had occasion to observe 
both the exhibits which are en route to Moscow representing the 
United States in our proposed exhibit and the reproductions, at least, 
of the exhibits by the Communists which are presently on display in 
New York City? 

Mr. Wruuiams. I have, sir, but could we pause a moment on that? 

Mr. Arens. All right, sir. 

Mr. WiuuraMs. There are some exhibits that I have here to indi- 
cate a little bit about the Communist use of art as a weapon. 

Mr. Argns. Proceed on that theme if you please, sir. 

Mr. WituiaMs. One thing is that right here in our own country we 
have a very fine painter, John Garth, out on the Pacific Coast, who is 
also a fine writer, who wrote for many years for the Argonaut maga- 
zine out there, Fortunately, he was already alert in the twenties. 
He wrote in the Argonaut (1955-56) : 


I attended one of their first meetings here in San Francisco, 
where the whole conspiracy was laid down in detail to affect 
not only painting and sculpture but every other aspect of 
our aesthetic and spiritual life. The art museum personnel, 
the school art faculties, the art schools themselves; the more 
influential art critics were the first targets selected for either 
conversion or gradual liquidation to make way for the instal- 
lation of fellow travelers. 


From my experience I would say they have been successful be- 
yond their wildest possible hopes. 

Mr. Arens. Now, sir, are you ready to proceed on the theme which 
[ proposed a while ago, namely, your appraisal of the pictures which 
are presently being displayed in New York City by the Communists? 

Mr. Witurams. I have, sir, some other things that I would like 
\o bring into the documents, quotations and so forth. 

Mr. Arens. All right, sir. Proceed. 
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Mr. WiuuiAms. Considering the use of art as a weapon, I think it 
is interesting to note that Khrushchev, in a speech before the 21s; 
Congress, Communist Party, Soviet Union, said: 


It is the duty of * * * sculptors and painters to raise still 
higher the content and artistic level of their work, to con- 
tinue as energetic assistants of the party and the state in 
the Communist education of the working people. 


That is in Russia. 
The Congressman has already quoted William Foster. 


V. J. Jerome, in his speech, “Grasp the Weapon of Culture,” at the 


Fifteenth National Convention of the Communist Party, USA, held 
in December 1950, states: 


A novelist who fights with his voice and not his pen, an 
artist who gives his name to the fight but not his brush * * * 
fights with one hand, and with the other objectively aids 
the enemy * * * 

Cultural activity is an essential phase of the Party’s 
general ideological work, and as such is interconnected 
with the Party’s struggles in the economic and _ political 
spheres * * * 

The situation demands from our creative forces novels 
and plays, poems, paintings, musical compositions, popular 
songs, and criticism, vibrant with the Party spirit, the very 
essence of Socialist Realism * * * 


In Culture and Life, November 21, 1958, the identification of Soviet 
authors with actual “Socialist Realism”’ called for the usual list of quali- 
ties which must be attributed to Soviet man. There are quotations init. 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Williams, let us proceed if you please, to the 
= with respect to your appraisal of the art work which is being 

isplayed in New York City by the Communists. 

Mr. WiuuiaMs. Very good, sir. 

Mr. Arens. What is your general characterization of the impact 
upon the mind which would normally follow from the art work which 
is being displayed in New York City by the Communists? 

Mr. Witurams. I would say that it would make a very fine im- 
pression, unfortunately, on our public. 

Mr. Arens. Why? 

Mr. Wixuiams. They have selected artists of talent. I am amazed, 
considering the number of good artists whom they killed and exiled 
leaving practically nobody of talent, that they have been able to 
develop artists with so much good classic background. By and lange 
these are very fine pictures. qi think they are things that our public 
will like and enjoy. 

Mr. ARENs. at impression will a viewer receive from the stand- 
point of his normal reaction to this Soviet art work? 

Mr. Wiuurams. I think they would say, ‘Russia can’t be so bad. 
[It must be pretty good. Look at that. They seem to have a lot of 
— of beauty. heir countryside is wonderful. The sailing looks 

ood.”’ 

Mr. Arens. Is there anything in their art work to suggest the 
slave labor camps? 


Mr, Witutams. Not a bit. 
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Mr. Arens. Is there anything to suggest the tyranny of the Red 
empire? 

Mr. Wiuuiams. No. Of course, we have here only eight examples, 
but I think that is a consistent pattern of the type work they are 
showing. 

Mr. Arens. Is there anything in their art work to suggest the loss 
of freedom? 

Mr. Wruuiams. No, there is not. 

Mr. Arnens. Now, may I invite your attention first of all in general, 
and we will become specific in a moment, to the exhibits which are 
being sent by the United States to our national exhibition to be opened 
in Moscow this summer. Do you have your set there? 

Mr. Wiuuiams. May I say, Mr. Chairman, that I think we are 
indebted to the New York Times Magazine Section, and I think the 
public is, for printing this. I think it will show them how right the 
Congressman was to alert the public to what was going on. 

This, even though it is a selection of the less terrible of the paintings 
selected by this peculiar jury, is certainly not a very gratifying repre- 
sentation; and I, as a sculptor, can assure you that it is a shocking 
representation of my field of the arts. 

The CuarrMan. I saw a sketch of one of the paintings. It was a 
wide, White strip with, across the top of it, a little strip of gold. The 
title of the painting was ‘Old Gold Over White.”’ Now, in view of the 
fact that this exhibition is to further Soviet understanding of life in 
America, I am curious to know what phase of American life this 
would show the Russians. 

Mr. Witurams. I don’t think those things have any meaning what- 
soever except to confuse. 

The CuarrMan. Did you see this? 

Mr. WituraMs. I haven’t come to that one. 

The Cuarrman. This is the kind of thing my grandson did when 
I gave him his first paints. 

Mr. Anpns. Mr. Williams, would you first of all give us your overall 
judgment respecting the art exhibit which is being sent by this 
country abroad? 

Mr. Witurams. Remember, I have not seen it. The only people 
who have seen it, apparently, are the jury. 

Mr. Arens. You have seen the reproductions? 

Mr. Wituiams. I have seen the reproductions of it and, of course, 
it is a little unfair to judge by reproductions alone, but I think 
enough of them are bad enough that one does not have to worry 
very much. ° 

Mr. Moutper. May I ask a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. Moutper. Does the Government of the Soviet Union have any 
approval or disapproval of the exhibits being sent over there by the 
American National Exhibition? Do they have any control or any 
opportunity or do they exercise approval or disapproval and say, 
“You cannot exhibit this or that’? After the selections are made 
here and go over there, what does the Soviet Union do? 

Mr. Witurams. I think the Soviet Union will be so delighted over 
this exhibition that they will not raise any question. This proves to 
them—and their hierarchy certainly knows much better than this 
committee does how many Communist affiliations or actual Com- 
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munist memberships are represented—that this is a triumph on thei 
part. They will be perfectly certain that they have taken oye 
American art. 

May I assure you gentlemen that our arts may have been in dange 
of being taken over but they have not been taken and, so help ys 
God, they won’t be. 

Mr. AreNs. What is the position of the American Artists Profs. 
sional League with reference to this Moscow exhibit proposed to }) 
put on by the United States Information Agency? 

Mr. Witu1aMs. Our position is that it must be recalled; that th 
State Department has, or the USIA has, unfortunately made another 
mistake; and the only honorable thing to do, in justice to the Americay 
people, is to recall the show. 

A very splendid suggestion has been made by a distinguished frien 
of mine, Robert L. Buell, a retired consul general, which met with 
considerable interest by the State Department. They apparently 
think it is too late. They have taken some ideas from it. He suggested 
they recall it and immediately send over an exhibition showing the 
great panorama of culture and art that we have in this country. Our 
historical record proves it. We are not a new country of aborigines. 
We are a country with a long established culture. 

He suggested we start with pictures by Copley and Stuart and go 
on through to Winslow Homer and other later painters, show the 
Hudson River School, show the Remingtons and Russells and thy 
others who have painted our great West, those things the Russian 
people themselves would like, understand, and enjoy. 

Mr. JoHAaNnsEN. May | ask at this point. Do I understand that 
this has been an official recommendation of the American Artists 
Professional League? 

Mr. Wituiams. We have just been alerted to this. I am sure J can 
say that we would approve. 

Mr. JoHANSEN. Has there been any such recommendation made it 
the name of the League or of any other artist group to the State De- 
partment or USLA? 

Mr. Witurams. I will assure you there are two members of the 
board here today and I think they will back me up and I can say quite 
confidently that the League would heartily endorse this suggestion. 
even if no modern work were shown, if we could show the panorama 
of the culture we have in this country. 

Mr. Arens. Bearing in mind your observations as to the use of art 
as a weapon by the Communists and bearing in mind the specific 
cases which were revealed by the chairman of this committee to be 
works of art by either Communists or persons with extensive records 
of service to the Communist movement, may I invite your attention 
to reproductions of the art exhibits which are now en route to Moscow 
and ask you to give some of your comments respecting several of those 
exhibits? 

The CuHarrMan. Is that catalog printed in Russian? 

Mr. Wits. It is printed in Russian. Most of the names have 
been put on. 

Mr. Arens. They are printed in Russian but we have had trans- 
lated into English for your edification the title and author. 

Mr. WruuiaMs. The name has not been put on this one. It is 4 
peas: pattern. Here is a design which my wife would not 
accept for a linoleum for a kitchen floor. It serves no other purpose: 
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Here is another meaningless one. 

Mr. Argens. Do you see an art work there by Max Weber? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. je these in chronological order or not? They 
probably are. 

Mr. ARENS. No, sir. 

The CuatrMan. We experienced great difficulty in getting that. 
Actually, USIA sent this up and when somebody started to give it to 
me, they locked it up in the briefcase and walked off with it so 
that you cannot blame us for not having it translated. 

Mr. Wititrams. Most of these things are hopelessly meaningless. 
Here is “Old Gold Over White.” It doesn’t show the color, but I 
don’t think it makes a great deal of difference whether it does or 
not. 

Mr. Arens. Do you see there an art work presented by William 
Zorach entitled, ‘“‘Victory’’? 

Mr. Witurams. I do. 

Mr. Arens. What is your observation respecting that? 

Mr. Wituiams. I would say that for any student in any class of 
mine it would not be adequate. 

Mr. Arens. Do you see there an art work by a person by the name 
of Jackson Pollock entitled, ‘‘Cathedral’’? 

Mr, WiuuraMs. After all, there are so many of these things that it 
is confusing. I am familiar with the one you mean. I have seen 
that before, and that is just a meaningless scribble. It is the worst 
doodle that you could imagine on a telephone pad. Most of these 
things are doodles. 

The CuarrmMan. Then the Soviet understanding of life in America 
would be that we are either doodlers or confused. 

Mr. ArEns. I lay before you a photographic reproduction of the art 
work by Pollock which is being sent to Moscow entitled, ‘“Cathed- 
ral.” Would you kindly give us, based upon your extensive back- 
ground and experience as one of the topflight artists of this Nation and 
as president of the American Artists Professional League, your ap- 
praisal of that so-called work of art? 

Mr. Wiiurams. Of course, it is not a work of art. It is merely a 
childish doodle. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Williams, if I took this bottle of ink and splashed 
iton this piece of paper here in a haphazard manner and then smeared 
the ink around and handed you that and asked you, on the basis of 
your extensive background and experience, to compare the ink blob 
with what you see before you, what would be your honest reaction as 
to the comparative artistic merits of the ink blob? 

Mr. Wiuurams. The ink blob accidentally might be better. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have an observation to make respecting the 
specific art works which are being sent there, bearing in mind your 
observation that art is used by the Communists as a weapon and 
bearing in mind the revelations by the chairman of this committee 
respecting the extensive Communist and Communist front records of 
a disproportionate number of these artists? 

Mr. Wiiutams. May I say that in connection with one of them he 
happens to be a Polish-American who has been in this country a rela- 
tively short time. He came over, I believe, went back, and came 
ack again. I am not sure. I do not know him personally. I have 
hever seen any of his work. He obviously belongs to what I would 
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call the workers in welded wreckage. He was chosen as the man to 
select the sculpture to be exhibited. His name is Theodore Roszak. 
He was a member of the jury. 

iar CuarRMAN. He was a member of the jury and selected his own 
work? 

Mr. Wituiams. The two artists on the jury were automatically in- 
cluded. The work by Theodore Roszak shown, is called “Hound of 
Heaven,” but you can’t tell what it is. 

The CHarrRMAN. Justa minute. The jury selected the art and then 
selected their own work? 

Mr. Writutams. I think that the two artist members of the jury 
were told that they automatically had something included so let us 
not blame them for that. 

The Cuarrman. That is like selecting Casey Stengel to umpire the 
world series. 

Mr. Wiiuiams. If I may digress for a moment; in my particular 
profession of sculpture, I would say that we have had in the past 
50 years a great renaissance of sculpture, probably the finest school of 
alaiane which has existed since the Italian Renaissance. Not one 
of those great names is included in this exhibition. We all love the 
Lincoln Memorial. Why isn’t there something by Daniel Chester 
French? We all love the ‘Grief’? by Saint-Gaudens. Why is there 
not something by Saint-Gaudens? y not something by J. Q. A. 
Ward, who did the wonderful Washington in front of the Sub-Treasury 
in New York City? We have a school of sculpture of which I am proud 
to be a member. We have had some really great men. Not one of 
those is selected; but this newly made American, Theodore Roszak, 
has chosen these curious things, most of which do not come under the 
definition of sculpture. 

Mr. Arens. The chairman, in his address to the House, detailed 
the service to the Communist movement by many of these artists and 
pointed out the manner in which their perverted so-called art works 
had been used by known Communist publications to further the cause 
of communism. Thereafter the chairman was attacked in certain 
quarters because he was discussing “political affiliation”’ of the artists. 
Based upon your experience in the art field and in the field of investi- 
gating communism and subversion, what is your reaction to the charac- 
terization of communism as a political concept? 

Mr. Wiuurams. Obviously, I consider communism subversion. It 
has nothing to do with politics whatsoever. Anybody who joins the 
Communist Party is a traitor. Anybody who adheres to, or know- 
ingly helps, it is, to my mind, a traitor. 

Mr. Argens. Now, Mr. Williams, I lay before you a photographic 
a of one of the presentations which will be displayed in 
Moscow to represent American culture by Philip Evergood, entitled, 
“Street Corner.’’ Kindly look at that picture, describe it if you can 
to this committee, and give this committee your best studied judgment 
as to the impact that presentation will have upon the mind of the 
viewer. 

Mr. Wiuurams. This is crudely drawn. He isn’t very able as 4 
draftsman. It is a crudely drawn, and probably crudely painted, 
street. scene of a curious bunch of characters out in front of a drug 
store or bar or something or a barbershop, I think it is. It’s in a 
slum district and it certainly has nothing very cheerful about it. It 
is another example of “social protest” art. 
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The CuarrMan. Why is it that all of these scenes of America 
depict slum districts? Is the purpose of it to convey to the Soviets 
the idea that we live in slums? 

Mr. WruuraMs. It is to show the fact that we have slums and give 
them the impression that that is all we have. 

Going back to sculpture, of course most of the sculpture has nothing 
io say One way or another. There is one called, ‘“The Ring’”’ by Isamu 
Noguchi. It means nothing. It’s a doodle in ceramics or stone. 

Here is a piece by Hugo Robus called, ‘Walking Figure.” It would 
fall apart if it walked. 

Mr. Aruns. Mr. Williams, since it became generally known that 
you were going to testify before this committee, have you been solic- 
ited by any person connected with USIA not to testify or to tone 
down your testimony? 

Mr. Wiuutams. Well, I would not want to say anything about well- 
intentioned people, but I think that there was very definitely a hope 
that — pee not testify or maybe that I would just let sleeping 
dogs lie. 

The CuHatrRMAN. Was this hope communicated to you? 

Mr. WiuuiaMs. Yes. 

The CuHarrMAN. By somebody in USIA? 

Mr. Wiuuiams. Yes. 

The CuarrMAN. Somebody ought to be cited for contempt of Con- 
gress for attempting to prevent, or to interfere with, the testimony of 
a witness subpenaed to appear before this committee. 

Mr. Wiiurams. May oe that he very definitely stated that he 
didn’t wish to in any way influence me. 

The Cuarrman. You were under subpena at the time the attempt 
was made to have you soften your testimony, is that the fact? 

Mr. Wiuurams. Well, I had been asked to come and I volunteered 
to come down. 

Mr. Jonansen. Mr. Chairman, not necessarily at this open hearing, 
but I hope that there will be included in the record of this committee, 
at least in executive session, the identity of that person; and let me 
say to the gentleman that I think he is being exceedingly charitable 
in his repeated references to well-intentioned people. Any person 
who did that with respect to a witness before this committee, in my 
judgment, was not well intentioned. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Williams, was the conversation or communication 
which you had with a representative of USIA initiated by him? 

Mr. Wiuurams. I would say it was initiated probably as a result of 
my good friend, the retired consul general’s, efforts to make them 
call the show back immediately, because I had told him what was 
going on, and to send over a respectable show instead, one that we can 
be proud of. They have taken his advice to the extent of padding it 
alittle. They have not sent over any of the early paintings. They 
have added a Homer and five or six paintings, including one more by 
aman who is already included. 

Mr. Arens. We have another witness who would like to be heard 
this morning. I would like to suggest that that would conclude the 
staff interrogation of Mr. Williams. 

Mr. Wiiurams. May I ask if I may place in the record additional 
Peietions, exhibits, and so forth, which I have not had time to present 

uring the hearing? 

The Chairman. So ordered. 
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(Additional material submitted by Mr. Williams follows:) 

First, may I include, in compliance with the chairman’s fing] 
direction, a brief overall summary of my judgment as to the exhibition 
as selected. 

It includes a number of “social protest” paintings of no aesthetic 
or artistic importance; at least one revolting satirical lampoon; a 
heavy load of meaningless doodles in paint and bronze; and a few 
traditional works, only one or two of which have any outstanding 
merit. If it is judged on merit alone, it is a dismal and dreary 
potpourri. 

It fails utterly to give “a true image of America” as it contains 
next to nothing to show the wondrous natural beauty with which 
God has endowed our beloved lands, to portray its glorious history, 
its heroes or its valiant people of varied races, and nothing to picture 
the wondrous architecture of our cities or charm and beauty of our 
villages and towns. 

Now as to other material I had ready to read into the record had 
time permitted: 

I have already shown by the quotations of Khrushchev, William 
Z. Foster, and V. J. Jerome, one of the cultural commissars of the 
Communist Party in this country, that it is a firm Communist 
doctrine that art must be used as a weapon in the class struggle. 
I have also mentioned the fact that Communists use art to further 
their purposes primarily through the device of “Socialist Realism.” 

“Socialist Realism’ might be described as a more or less traditional 
style of painting with a message included in it. The message may 
be either positive or negative. A positive message would be a pro- 
Communist one. It would portray the Soviet Union or Red China 
in a favorable light, or some well-known Communist as a noble man 
and hero. Negative messages would be anticapitalistic, anti-United 
States, or perhaps depict some anti-Communist in an unfavorable 
light. Also included in this negative form of ‘Socialist Realism” is 
art of “social protest’’—depictions of poverty, injustice, etc., in the 
United States and other non-Communist countries. 

An excellent definition of “Socialist Realism’’ was contained in the 
greetings sent to the recent All-Union Soviet Writers Congress by 
the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union. 
This congress, the third since the Revolution, was held in Moscow 
in the latter part of May of this year. The following quotation from 
the greetings is, in my opinion, an authoritative and revealing expla- 
nation of what Communists mean by “Socialist Realism’’: 


The lofty duty of Soviet writers [and this, of course, also 
applies to painters, sculptors, etc.] is to reveal truthfully 
and vividly the splendour of people’s achievements in pro- 
duction, the majesty and grandeur of the fight for Com- 
munism; to be passionate propagandists for the Seven-Year 
Plan; to instill courage and energy into the hearts of the 
Soviet people; to root out the survivals of capitalism in 
people’s minds; to help do away with all that holds up our 
progress. This is the path along which the great art of 
Communism will develop * * * an art capable of inspiring 
millions and millions of builders of Communism to new 
great achievements.! 


“The Lofty Calling of Soviet Writers,’’ Moscow News, May 27, 1959, p. 1. 
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Former Soviet Premier Georgi Malenkov, in his report to the 
meeting of the Cominform in Poland in September 1947, further 
clarified the meaning of “Socialist Realism’’ when he said that the 
Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union had 
stressed the fact that: 


In the Communist education of the people, particularly 
in the correct education of the youth * * * Soviet writers, 
artists and cultural workers can have no other interests save 
the interests of the people and of the state. That is why all 
advocacy of art devoid of ideas, of art without politics, of 
“art for art’s sake’’ is alien to Soviet literature, harmful to 
the interests of the Soviet people and state and must not 
find a place in our books and periodicals. 


The Soviet magazine Culture and Life, issue of November 21, 1948, 
emphasizes what might be called the positive (from the Communist 
viewpoint) aspects of “Socialist Realism” in the following statement: 


The basis of socialist realism is the affirmation in artistic 
form of the new socialist actuality. * * * While showing the 
strength and beauty of the soul of the Soviet man, his inner 
power and nobility as developed by the Bolshevik Party, 
and his devotion and love for the Soviet native land, writers 
who are true to the method of socialist realism must actively 
combat the survivals of the past in the consciousness of our 
people. * * * The attention of the Soviet writer must pri- 
marily be attracted to the new qualities that accompanied 
the vietory of socialism. 


| also have here a quotation from the Literary Gazette of Decem- 
ber 28, 1946, published in Moscow, which not only reveals how Com- 
munists use all forms of art to promote their totalitarian regime, but 
is also revealing of the Soviet’s true intentions when they talk so 
much, as they do today, about peaceful coexistence: 


We do not intend to abandon the war theme * * *. We 
must write of war so that the generation of young people 
which comes after us can love arms and be ready for struggles 
and victories. 


Now, I would like to say a few words about the results of this 
system of enforced ‘Socialist Realism” in all arts behind the Iron 
Curtain. There is obviously a suppression of freedom in art and a 
debasement of the artist, who is turned into a hack and propagandist 
for the regime in power—in this case, the international Communist 
conspiracy. 

In August, 1954, the New York Times published a series of two 
articles on the life of the artist under communism. They were written 
bya man named Andrzej Panufnik, a Polish composer and conductor, 
who had managed to escape from Communist-controlled Poland and 
obtained asylum in Great Britain. 

In the second of these two articles, the one published on August 24, 
1954, Mr. Panufnik described what Communist ‘Socialist Realism’’ 
does to the artist: 


_ For the professional man, life under a Communist system 
is more difficult altogether than for the worker or peasant. 
This is particularly so in the case of the creative artist. 
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For the worker is asked only to use his lathe and the 
peasant his plow; but the artist must subordinate his imagina- 
tion and individuality to the demands of the Communist 
Party and create—if he wants to live at all—in a manner that 
serves the ends of the Communist state. 

The Communist doctrine today is that the writer, painter, 
and composer must use their talents first and last in the 
service of the political struggle and thus stimulate the efforts 
of all to build up the Communist state. This is called 
“socialist realism.” 

* * * * * 


* * * there is no art, no literature, no music, only political 
propaganda * * * 
* * * * * 


* * * If he [the artist] is prominent in his field it is in- 
cumbent on him to use his influence in the service of the 
political cause. 

* * * 


Thus the artist can have no freedom of thought and ex. 
pression under communism and, whatever his talents, can 
develop into little more than a paid hack. 


That, I think, is a pretty true picture of what Communist control of 
all forms of cultural activity has done to the artist behind the Iron 
Curtain. In honesty, however, I think we are forced to admit that 
for the painter and sculptor, the artist who does not use words but 
tries to portray things visually, the picture may not be quite as black 
as it is for other artists. 

I mentioned earlier in my testimony that I thought the Soviet art 
now on exhibition in New York City was very good and that, unfortu- 
nately, 1t would make a fine impression on our people because the 
Communists had chosen talented artists and some fine paintings. 
Even though “Socialist Realism” is generally enforced in the Soviet 
Union, some of these paintings on display in New York are non- 
political. There is, for example, a seascape by an artist named 
Kalnin. The subject of this painting is the same as that chosen by 
many free American artists in their painting—boats sailing on the 
water. Landscapes are also included. In the Soviet Union as in all 
countries, whether Communist or not, there are many beautiful scenes 
in nature; and the artist, by painting them, can find freedom of ex- 
pression and exhibit his talents without political censorship. 

There is, in other words, some limited escape for the artist under 
communism. However, it 1s limited—he 1s expected to produce 
works glorifying the state and communism—and he lives and works 
forever with this fact hanging over him. No real artist can be happy 
and fully express himself under such conditions. 

The Communist artists, this side of the Iron Curtain who are under 
wd control, those who have the souls of artists at all, are the real 
slaves. 

Here they must grind out dreary social protest pictures and draw 
satanic satirical lampoons or, if less gifted, paint endless befuddling 
doodles ad nauseam. 

And how the few real artists in their clutches, allowed to use thei 
talents more constructively but equally boosted and promoted by the 
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liberal cabal, must hate their jobs as door-openers to the prestige of 
membership in honored art societies and the patrimony of foundations 
to these other comrades! 

Now, to the subject of communism and so-called ‘‘modern”’ art 
forms. This is a touchy, controversial subject, and I will try to be as 
objective as possible in treating it. 

| have already pointed out that ‘Socialist Realism” is the official 
Communist Party line on art. Because of this fact, certain pro- 
ponents of modern art, particularly its more extreme forms—cubism, 
surrealism, abstractionism, impressionism, and so on—claim that 
modern art is anathema to communism, that it is completely opposed 
by the Communist Party and that no so-called modern artist can be a 
Communist, pro-Communist, or fellow traveler. This is completely 
false, as can be readily proved. 

The magazine, Mainstream, is the official organ of the U.S. Com- 
munist Party on cultural matters. The issue of April 1958 contained 
an article entitled, ‘Picasso and Others.” This was a review and 
critique, from the Communist viewpoint and for the benefit of Com- 
munist Party members, of the art of Picasso, Matisse, Leger, de Goya, 
and Courbet. 

Picasso is well known as a Communist and would be definitely 
classified as a ‘‘modern”’ (abstract, etc.) painter. 

Matisse, who would also generally be placed in this category, was 
a Communist Party member. 

Leger was also definitely a “modernist”? and was also a member of 
the Communist Party. His funeral was staged by the party, with 
Etienne Fajon, then secretary of the French Communist Party, 
delivering the funeral oration. 

The other two artists, Courbet and de Goya, I believe would be 
classified by most people as traditional artists. 

Courbet was a professed Socialist; de Goya, an artist whose works 
were strong in social content or what the Communists would today 
call ‘social protest”’ realism. 

The Communist magazine Mainstream, in this article, does not 
praise or damn any one of these artists simply because they are mod- 
ernists or traditionalists. It treats all of them equally, reviewing 
their strong and weak points, virtues and failures, as artists. 

The article reveals that there is a split in the Communist Party over 
Picasso, some party members lavishing excessive praise on him and 
others being excessively critical of his works. The article itself is 
critical of Picasso in some respects. Its major criticism of him is 
based on the “Socialist Realism,’’ or Communist propaganda, view of 
art. It says of Picasso that ‘“‘his tragedy is that most of his life he 
has failed to find themes to do himself justice.”” And that in hundreds 
of his works he “sacrificed everything to ideas which are not worthy 
of the sacrifice.”’ 

At the same time, the article praises him highly as “a popular dra- 
matic artist,’ whose work can “strike our hearts until we are forced 
to make resolutions.” It adds that ‘‘there is a violence in everything 
he has done which points to a moral, didactic conviction that cannot 
be satisfied simply oe an awareness of pleasure.”’ 

A revealing commentary on the Communist Party view of modern 
art is found in the warning against the destruction of Picasso’s example 
“by reestablishing all the paraphernalia he has liberated us from.” 

44006—59—_5 
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The Communist Party obviously likes “modern” art because of the 
revolutionary role it has played in “liberating”? us from the—in its 
viewpoint—old and outworn classic artistic tradition. 

The article describes Matisse as “essentially a lyrical and personal 
artist,’”’ who sought to portray beauty and bring pleasure to the viewer 
of his works primarily through the use of color. 

Matisse was not a painter of ‘Socialist Realism,’’ but he was a Com- 
munist and, as such, helped the party greatly. Now that he is dead, 
the party forgives him his devotion to producing pleasure through his 
paintings and his lack of “Socialist Realism”. It says: “He wished to 
paint what one has a right to as a welcome and a reward after a hard 
day’s work. Let it stand at that.” 

Another statement about Matisse reveals the party’s attitude 
toward modern art: 

“The Fauves, whom Matisse led, recorded sensations. Their 
paintings were (and are) fresh and stimulating * * *.” It is interest- 
ing to note that, in these words, a definitely modernist art movement 
is praised, and not condemned. 

In its treatment of Leger, the Communist magazine mentions his 
cubist pictures and abstract murals, with no criticism of them or the 
artist himself for following these modern art schools. 

It praises Leger because he was “‘so boldly a materialist,” and states 
that his paintings “incorporate all the formal discoveries of modern 
art and yet are classic, suggest order and yet are full of gaiety.” 
Clearly there is no criticism of modern art in these words. The section 
on Leger ends on these words: 


Leger stands beside Picasso. Picasso is the painter of 
today; his greatness rests, as I have previously tried to show, 
on the vitality with which he expresses our present conflicts. 
Leger is the painter of the future. And by that I do not 
simply mean that his future as an artist is assured, but that 
he assures his audience, if they have the courage to accept 
it, of their future. 


I could Fe on but I think this is enough to show that, at the present 


time, the U.S. Communist Party accepts and praises artists who are 
classified as modernists and that it also believes that modern art, 
too, can be used to promote communism. 

Historically, too, the Communist movement has favored modern 
art from its earliest days. In his book “‘Stalin,’’ Nikolaus Basseches 
describes in one chapter the transformation that took place in Russia 
in the early thirties. This change was effected both by orders of 
Stalin himself and through the influence of the privileged class of 
party officials that emerged at the time. aweihne reveals in this 
chapter that modern art forms had been promoted by Soviet rulers 
for a period of 12-15 years after the Revolution: 

Actually before the revolution those literary and artistic, 
and also in some measure those scientific, circles that had 
not been recognized by society in the past, had joined in the 
Russian revolution. As they had not been able to make 
their way under the old social order, they stood for a new 
one—for the revolution. They sought recognition as inno- 
vators; they were out to revolutionize art, and thought they 
would be able to attain their ends through the revolution. 
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* * * On the first anniversary of the revolution the decora- 
tion of all Moscow was entrusted to this Futurist [Vladimir 
Mayakovsky]. 

In architecture and in music the most extreme tendencies 
in the West were regarded as just extreme enough to serve as 
the starting point in Russia. Le Corbusier was considered to 
be the architect for the industrial age; his functional style 
was regarded as an expression of the materialist conception 
fat, * * 

These tendencies were regarded as revolutionary. Their 
leading representatives had long been members of the Com- 
munist Party, and considered themselves to represent revolu- 
tionary art. For years, with State support, they had at- 
tacked classical art and literature, setting them down as 
behind the times and incompatible with the revolution. 
The old classics of music and literature were regarded by 
them as representatives of an obsolete aristocratic culture, 
doomed to extinction. 

In some respects they were for years all-powerful. The 
old art and traditional artists suffered severely at their hands. 
The neutral and unprejudiced observer, however, faced with 
the artificial applause, given under the pressure of propaganda, 
and with the campaigns of glorification in the Soviet press, 
was likely to ask himself sometimes, ‘“‘Can even an educated 
person really make anything of this art and this drama? 
What can it possibly have to ‘offer to workers and peasants?” 
If one put the question to a Russian intellectual, he would 
answer that it was necessary to be well ahead of the times, 
and that by and by the masses would catch up with this new 
art. 

* * * The Proletarian Writers’ Union, which aimed ai a 
new language, a new style, and a brand new literature, sus- 
pected the whole body of pre-revolutionary writers and edged 
them out. 


Then, during the early thirties, came the transformation, 
reversal of these policies: 


* * * Stalin was pursuing a new path, and not only in 
matters of art; or, rather * * * he was returning to the 
old path. * * * 

This was a new tune. Now the revolutionary gods of 
music, the theater, and sculpture were overthrown. The 
Proletarian Writers’ Union was dissolved, and all writers had 
to join the Soviet Authors’ Union, thus rehabilitating the 
old conservative writers. 

* * + 

Very soon new formulas were found for the intellectual 
life of the Soviet Union; the formula for art was Realism— 
realism, which everyone ' thoroughly understands. All devi- 
ations from it were denounced. The modernist liter: ry 
and artistic works were unintelligible to the masses, and so 
was the dangerous naturalism, which so ill suited posi tive prop- 
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aganda and patriotic rhetoric. * * * The formula ‘Real- 
istic in form and socialistic in content’? was soon invented 
for the intellectual life of the Russian State. ‘‘Socialistic 
in content” meant simply “patriotic,” the content which 
the dictatorial State wants. 

* * * The words “Socialist in content’? had no other 
meaning than that the intellectual content of all works of 
art and literature must simply be an emanation of the 
spirit of Moscow. 


* * * * 


* * * The Soviet State had set out not only to ‘provide 
shows and entertainments for the masses, but to make every 
phase of culture serve also a sober and practical aim, that of 
political propaganda for the spread of useful knowledge and 
the stimulation of the energies of the workers. For that it 
needed popular forms. 


Basseches’ statements on this subject are confirmed by official 
Communist writings. Jack Chen, a correspondent for the Daily 
Worker, is quoted (in a congressional speech ot July 20, 1956, by the 
Honorable George A. Dondero) as having said, in part: 


But there was * * * areally shattering break from which 
Russian art is suffering even today. The first vears in art 
after October were dominated by the left, the futurists, the 
constructivists, suprematists, the abstract painters, and the 
Cezannists, Mayakovsky, Tatlin, Malivich, the artists of the 
Jack of Diamonds group. The break with the past was 
bitter. Even the study of anatomy was exiled from the art 
schools. This conscious break with the bourgeois realist 
tradition and with Tzarist feudal art lasted from 1918 ’til 
1924. As a result a whole generation of artists left the art 
schools without the basic equipment for realist painting. 


Chen then went on to say, later in his article, that Soviet artists— 


are fully conscious of the high achievement that is expected 
of Soviet artists. But, while sanely listing their successes, 
they do ask that account be taken of the serious difficulties 
with which the art here [the Soviet Union] is faced—difficul- 
ties which impatient sympathizers abroad tend to ignore. 
They have in mind a more fundamental difficulty—the loss 
of a realist tradition. 


It is clear from the writings of these two men, one a Communist 
and the other an anti-Communist, that the so-called modern art forms 
flourished and were encouraged in the Soviet Union immediately after 
the Bolshevik Revolution, and that it was not until a good number of 
years had passed and they had served their purpose that they were 
outlawed and replaced by ‘Socialist Realism.” 

It is not difficult to understand why the so-called modern art forms 
were promoted in the Soviet Union at the time of, and immediately 
after, the Revolution. 

A. Y. Arosev, a Soviet authority, expressed the Communist view of 
art in the following words: 
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Our conception of art is based upon the principles of 
Marxist-Leninist philosophy. 

Art * * * plays the role of a specific weapon. * * * B 
the sheer logic of social evolution that is impelled by the 
struggle of classes, it (art) either tends toward a revolutionary 
change of the existing social order or serves the interests of 
its mamtenance and consolidation. 


Art, in other words, does either one of two things in the Communist 
view: One, it helps revolutionize and overthrow existing social orders 
or, two, it helps preserve them. 

Immediately after the Bolshevik Revolution, the Communists in 
Russia wanted to tear down, so far as they were able and in all fields, 
all so-called “bourgeois” ideas—political, economic, religious, and 
artistic. 

The so-called modern art forms were, as the authorities I have 
quoted point out, a revolt against the established order. Whether or 
not all the practitioners of these forms were actually Communists, it 
isa fact that their art served Communist purposes by helping to tear 
down existing art standards in the Soviet Union. This fact is attested 
to by some of the leading exponents of modern art. Sir Herbert 
Edward Read, the British Marxist and a leading exponent of sur- 
realism, has written: 


Superrealism is a negative art, as I have said, a destructive 
art; it follows that it has only a temporary role; it is the art 
of a transitional period. 


Read agrees with the French surrealist, George Huguet, that— 


Socially surrealism desires the liberation of men, and 
devotes itself to this end by all the means in its power: 
unremitted defeatism, demoralization, and aggressiveness. 


Read goes further than this and states that the surrealist is not 
only a revolutionary, negative and destructive, but that he is natur- 
ally a Marxist. The surrealist, he wrote: 


Is therefore revolutionary, but not merely a revolutionary 
in matters of art. He begins with a revolutionary attitude 
in philosophy, with (to be precise) that revolutionary con- 
ception for which Marx was responsible, and which may be 
perhaps summarized in two propositions: 

(1) That no theory is valid that does not envisage a 
practical activity based on that theory, and (2) that the 
object of philosophy is not to interpret the world but to 
transform it. Beginning from such a standpoint, the super- 
realist is naturally a Marxian socialist, and generally claims 
that he is a more consistent Communist than many who 
submit to all manner of compromise with the aesthetic culture 
and moral conventions of this last phase of capitalist civili- 
zation. * * * The surrealists entirely rely for the bringing 
about of the liberation of man upon the proletarian revo- 
ution, 


Sir Herbert Read pulls no punches when he tells what is the chief 
problem to be overcome in bringing about the world envisioned by 
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Karl Marx and also the role that the surrealist artist is to play in this 
struggle: 


* * * everywhere the greatest obstacle to the creation of 
this new social reality is the existence of the cultural heritage 
of the past—the religion, the philosophy, the literature and 
the art which makes up the whole complex ideology of the 
bourgeois mind * * *, 

The superrealists [surrealists], who possess very forceful 
expositors of their point of view, realize this very clearly, and 
the object of their movement is therefore to discredit the 
bourgeois ideology in art, to destroy the academic conception 
of art. Their whole tendency is negative and destructive. 


I know that some will protest that Sir Herbert Read cannot be said 
to be the official spokesman for all surrealists. They will also point 
out that while he is a Marxist, he is an anti-Stalinist. But whether 
Read is anti-Stalinist or not, he is a Communist and fundamentally a 
sympathizer with the Soviet Union and the world Communist move- 
ment. In proof of this charge, I quote a statement Read has made: 


* * * in a world of competing tyrannies, the artist can 
have only one allegiance, to that dictatorship which claims to 
end all forms of tyranny and promises, however indefinitely, 
the complete liberation of man, the dictatorship of the 
proletariat. 


I grant that no one man can be said to be the one and only official 
spokesman for any particular art movement— because there is always 


some variety of opinion among the members or followers of any spe- 
cialized art school and such movements are not organized in a formal 
way. Nevertheless, Read has been recognized for years as an impor- 
tant, authoritative spokesman for surrealism, even though it cannot be 
said that he is the one and only voice of the surrealists. In addition, 
he is not the only surrealist, or surrealist fan, to express sentiments 
such as those I have quoted from his works. 

For example, Wallace Fowlie in his book, The Age of Surrealism, 
wrote: 


By 1935 so many of the surrealists had joined the Com- 
munist Party that the movement itself seemed to be allied 
to Communism. 


I want to make it clear that I am not here accusing all surrealists 
or all practitioners of the nonobjective art schools of being Communist 
or pro-Communist. I merely wish to emphasize two points: 

(1) That it is an historical fact that, whether or not they are such, 
their art movement was used by the Communists in the Soviet Union 
before, during, and for a period after, the Revolution because it served 
the destructive purposes of the Communists at that time. 

I also firmly believe that, in non-Communist countries, it is stil 
being used by the Communists for the same reason. 

(2) Contrary to the claims of many people, the Communists have 
not always, and do not today, oppose modern art in all its forms. 
The truth is that while at times Communists have criticized some 
modern art forms for certain reasons, they have, as I have amply 
shown by quotations and examples, promoted it and had kind words 
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to say for it, as well as many of its leading practitioners outside the 
Iron Curtain. 

One point concerning Communist doctrine regarding modern art 
that deserves emphasis is the fact that they consider it only a tem- 
porarily useful instrument. I have already quoted Sir Herbert Read, 
a non-Stalinist Communist, to the effect that it is only “the art of a 
transitional period.” 

Jack Chen, the previously quoted Stalinist and Chinese correspond- 
ent of the Daily Worker, supports Read on this point. Writing an 
approved article in an official Communist publication, he outlined the 
Communist view of modern art (which he admitted had been used 
by Moscow) as follows: 


At the point where typically bourgeois art descends step 
by step from the truest vision of reality that it attained, and 
disintegrates in the realms of fantasy, in cubism, construc- 
livism, expressionism, and surrealism, it is there that Social- 
ist ideology and its art bound up with the great progressive 
labor movement carries human vision forward again to real- 
ism, reintegrates it, and advances to social realism, to a truer 
vision of the world and to greater heights of art and humanist 
aspiration. 


In other words, from the Kremlin or Stalinist viewpoint, the modern 
art forms represent a decline in what Communists call “bourgeois 
art,”’ which is really the classic tradition in Western art. It is here 
in this period of decline, in the Communist view, that they step in 
and weld propaganda to traditional art to make it ‘‘Socialist Realism” 


which, in their opinion, is a higher stage of artistic achievement than 
anything which existed in the past. 

The fact that the Communists consider modern art forms as only 
transitional weapons and rely primarily on the classical tradition in 
art for their “Socialist Realism” is, in my opinion, a tribute to traditional 
art—even though it represents a corruption and debasement of it. 

Communists have studied human psychology deeply and exten- 
sively. They are master propagandists and much superior to the 
West in what is variously called political, propaganda, or mind war- 
fare. They have found, not at all surprisingly, that messages can be 
conveyed, good or bad emotions aroused, and that people can be 
inspired— or made to hate—much more effectively when the artist 
uses a familiar, understandable form or symbol to communicate with 
the viewer of his works. They face the fact, in other words, that art 
must speak a common language, one whose alphabet, we might say, 
is understood by the great masses of people. 

It is for this reason that their use of traditional art for “Socialist 
Realism” is a tribute to the classic tradition. It is Communist ac- 
knowledgment that traditional art speaks a universal language, that 
it means something to most people and, for this reason, is superior to 
the various so-called modern art forms that are being promoted so 
extensively in certain cultural circles of the Western world today. 

There is another way in which Communists use art that 1 would 
like to mention. That is by capitalizing on the names and prestige 
of artists who are Communists or fellow travelers or those who coop- 
erate with the Communist Party, its fronts, and causes. This is a 
technique the Communists use in all fields—science, education, labor, 
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politics, ete—whenever it can find dupes and collaborators. Com- 
munist promotion of Picasso is an outstanding example of this 
technique. 

If an artist will cooperate with the Communist Party in promoting 
its line, its fronts, and its causes, the party does not care too much, 
actually, if he is a traditionalist or a modernist. The important fact 
to the party is that the artist, no matter what his ability or his style, 
is helpmg communism. His name and fame are being used to attract 
other people into Communist fronts—to sell them on Communist 
policy and bring money into the treasury of the Communist movement. 

This use of art by the Communist Party is illustrated in the letter- 
heads of the party’s more prominent front organizations, which fre- 
quently list the names of artists as sponsors or officers, along with 
persons prominent in other fields, such as those I mentioned a few 
moments ago. 

Now, I would like to wind up my statement with a few practical 
examples of how Communists have actually used art in this country 
to promote the Communist Party and the international Communist 
movement headquartered in Moscow. 

Back in 1932, the notorious Communist artist, William Gropper, 
sent a cable to Moscow, reporting to his Soviet masters his “artistic 
accomplishments” in the Communist struggle for world domination. 
I quote his telegram as one example of what Communist artists have 
done, and in some cases are still doing, in this country: 


In reply to your cable received requesting me to report 
on my activities and action in fighting the imperial war, 
allow me to state in short as follows: (1) Enclosed are just 
a few of the many cartoons on the subject which have been 
published in the Morning Freiheit, the Jewish party paper, 
and one of the largest circulation. I have also drawn car- 
toons for other publications such as the New Masses. (2) I 
have held exhibitions of cartoons, drawings, and paintings 
on the imperialist war and the defense of Soviet Union 
throughout the west coast of the United States of America 
like Berkeley, San Francisco, Los Angeles, and in galleries in 
New York City. (3) At present, I am at work on a mural 
painting to be exhibited in the Museum of Modern Art which 
thousands of people visit weekly and I shall register my pro- 
test by exposing the war plot against the Soviet Union in this 
painting. (4) I am also organizing, through the bureau of 
the John Reed Club, a counter exhibition to the exhibition 
of the Modern Museum, to be held in the galleries of the John 
Reed Club by its members. The artist group of the John 
Reed Club have also been active in painting posters and 
streamers for demonstration. * * * 

With revolutionary greetings, 
GrRoppPER. 


I have a few more examples here. Here is an item from the Daily 
Worker of May 31, 1951, under the headline: “Winners of Graphic 
Arts Contest on Peace and Progress.”’ 

This is an account of a “Graphic Arts Competition on Peace and 
Progress” staged by the New York Council of the Arts, Sciences, and 
Professions, which was the New York branch of the National Council 
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of the Arts, Sciences, and Professions, an officially cited Communist 
front. 

It is interesting to me that four of the American artists whose 
works have been chosen for exhibition in Moscow are named in this 
article as members of the Jury of Selection and Jury of Awards. 
They are Philip Evergood, Jacob Lawrence, Raphael Soyer, and 
Max Weber. 

The article states that the first prize of $100 was won by a painting, 
“600,000,000 Jews,’ meant to nak I am quite sure, ‘6,000,000 Jews.” 
Members of this committee are more familiar than I am, I feel certain, 
with the fact that the Communist Party continually harps on the 
alleged menace of nazism and, for this purpose, is constantly trying 
to keep before our minds Hitler’s persecution of the Jews. In this, 
I believe you will find the reason for the award of the first prize to 
this picture. 

The second prize went to a painting entitled, ‘The Informer.”’ 
Again, I know that you gentlemen are much more familiar than I am 
with the fact that for a considerable number of years now—since 
large-scale exposures of Communists were begun in the late 1940’s 
by this committee and other agencies of the Government—that the 
Communist Party has been harping on the ‘informer’? theme in an 
effort to discredit all those who serve the cause of freedom by revealing 
what they know about the Communist conspiracy. 

Another little item, again from the Daily Worker, issue of December 
11, 1951: It concerns an art show being sponsored by the American 
Labor Party at its Annual Labor Bazaar in New York City. The 
American Labor Party was the New York branch of the Communist- 
controlled Progressive Party and has also been cited as a Communist 
front. The theme of this Communist-sponsored art show was “Art 
For Your Sake.”’ This Daily Worker item mentions Philip Evergood, 
one of the artists chosen for the Moscow exhibition, as being repre- 
sented at this art show designed to promote the U.S. Communist Party. 

Now, I have two items bas from the Daily Worker concerning art 
shows under the sponsorship of the American Veterans for Peace, 
another organization which has been cited by congressional com- 
mittees as a Communist front. 

The first item is from the Deily Worker of April 4, 1952. It con- 
cerns the first art show put on by this organization in New York 
City. The second paragraph of the article reads as follows: 


Of the 110 or more pieces exhibited, about half have some- 
thing important to say. This is a pretty good average, con- 
sidering that the veterans come from all walks of life and 
— not restricted to any specific theme. {Emphasis sup- 
plied.| 


This quotation, without any explanation from me, reveals how 
Communists use art as a weapon. Further on in the article, we find 
that the “best of the paintings” deal with such subjects as “Peace 
Demonstrations,” ‘Miners,’ ‘East River Workers,” ‘Mexican 
Workers,’ ‘““Negro and White Together,” “Partisans,” and ‘‘New 
China.” Anyone who is at all familiar with the Communist Party 
line can immediately grasp the political significance and the ‘Socialist 
Realism” of pictures with such titles as these. 
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The following statement from the same article reveals quite clearly 
that the pieces in the exhibit with “something important to say,” 
were pro-Communist in what they said: 


It is significant that not one painting or drawing received 
by American Veterans for Peace red-baited or defended 
Wall Street’s intervention in Korea. 


Next is an item from the April 17, 1953, issue of the Daily Worker, 
concerning the Second National Veterans Art Show for Peace staged 
by the same organization in New York City a year later. The head- 
line on the article reads ‘Anti-War Painting by Youthful Artist 
Wins First Prize at Vets’ Art Show.”’ In the text of the news article, 
we read this about the prize-winning printings: 


The most popular painting at the show from the point of 
view of both public and jury is H. Dinnerstein’s ‘‘War,’’ an 
impressive work showing Koreans and children impaled on a 
huge bayonet. This striking work by the talented 24-vear- 
old Dinnerstein is not for sale. It is for rent. The young 
artist wants his work to be seen and is offering to rent it to 
unions and organizations for $10. It won the jury’s first 
prize on the first ballot. This one painting alone makes a 
visit to the Veterans art show a must. 

Walter Williams, Negro artist. won the jury’s second prize 
for his “Summer Night,’ a dramatically colored painting of a 
man asleep on a fire escape. 

Stanley Futerman’s portrait of “My Grandfather’’—it 
captures the tough, hard lot of a working-class man—won 
the jurors’ third prize. 


These quotations show how the Communists use art to play up 
poverty and the seamy side of American life. This is Communist art 
of “social protest.”’ 

Again in this article, some of the listed titles of the paintings demon- 
strate Communist use of art in the class struggle—“The Diplomats,” 
“Factory Workers,” ““War Weariness,” ‘Job Hunting,” “(Union Man,” 
“Anonymous Alcoholics,’ “Homeless Man.” 

Once again it is interesting to note that three of the artists chosen 
for the US. exhibition in Moscow—Philip Evergood, Jack Levine, 
and Raphael Soyer—are named in this Daily Worker article as spon- 
sors of this Communist art show. 

The Communists not only use their front organizations to stage 
shows of pro-Communist art, but even have an art gallery for that 
purpose. 

The following column from the Daily Worker of September 11, 
1943, Page 7, signed by the Communist Party’s Art Council, reveals 
without pulling any punches, the nature of the A.C.A. (American 
Contemporary Art) Gallery in New York City. I quote excerpts from 
that column and would like to have the full column made a part of 


the record of my testimony: 


The A.C.A. is an old and well-loved friend, as is the genial, 
round Herman Baron who presides over it. For ten years the 
llery was located in Greenwich Village, and for ten years it 
1as been “receptive to new ideas, gave encouragement to all 
schools, and especially sponsored art that was concerned 
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with subject matter and social themes.”’ No “ivory tower’ 
this A.C.A. but a gallery with a rich history of using art di- 
rectly and actively in the social struggle. Countless fund 
raising auctions and exhibits for Spain, China, war relief, 
defense of civil liberties, the New Masses and the Daily 
Worker have been held there. 

* * * The whole development of ‘social’ art in New 
York has its roots here. 

* * * It is very significant that the A.C.A. Galleries 
should have opened its new home to the public with an exhibit 
dealing with the war against fascism. 

* * * The styles for the most part are what today is 
loosely termed modern. 

For those who have in the past turned away from Modern 
Art as something out of this world, this show will be a 
revelation.! 


It is interesting to note how the official art body of the Communist 
Party deals with the subject of modern art in this column. Appar- 
ently, as long as modern art is not so extreme, so nonobjective or 
surrealist that it is incapable of portraying anything familiar to the 
average person—and when it succeeds to some extent in dealing with 
a party line subject—the Communists find it quite acceptable. 

This concludes the material on the subject of Communist use of art 
which I have prepared for this hearing. In the name of the American 
Artists Professional League, I wish to thank the committee for giving 
me the opportunity to register our protest against the nature of the 
U.S. art exhibition in Moscow and to present this information to the 
American public. Communists have made significant inroads in the 
art field, just as they have in others in this country. This is some- 
thing to which both the public and the artists must be alerted. It is 
our hope that this hearing will be helpful in this respect and that it 
will help prevent the debasement of American art through service to 
the cause of communism. 

We, of the American Artists Professional League, are all for freedom 
of the arts, letting anyone draw, paint, model anything or “nothing,” 
in any sound or crazy way he or she may want to. 

However, we are all against the cabal of certain so-called art experts, 
art critics, and museum boys, who have, it would appear, seized control 
of a large proportion of the art press, many of our museums, galleries, 
etc. in an all-out revolutionary effort to foster, promote, and applaud 
only the sinister and disturbing social realist protest and destructionist 
“ism’’ schools, and have dropped a paper curtain between the vast 
majority of artists, who are just as modern but work in the stream of 
classic tradition, and the great American public they seek to reach. 

Most of all, we strive for the youth of America, whose real talent, 
artistic vision, and aspiration is being so warped and discouraged. 

Finally, we are opposed to the use of public funds for the exhibition 
and promotion, at sta and abroad, of the works of any, let alone a 
host of, artists with records of subversive affiliation. 

We feel sure that in demanding the recall of this weirdly assorted 
collection we speak not for ourselves alone but for the great majority 
of loyal fellow Americans. 


1 For full text of article, see pp. 932, 933. 
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It is our further hope that this latest scandal will have alerted the 
public to this menace and that, under Congressman Walter’s leader- 
ship, the Communist involvement in our arts and their use of art as a 
weapon will be at long last thoroughly investigated. 

A law stripping tax exemption privileges from any society, organiza- 
tion, or foundation found by the Attorney General to be under Com- 
munist direction or control (unless and until such situation were 
corrected) and a law making it illegal to use public funds for the 

urchase, promotion, or exhibition of works of art by artists with 
snown Communist membership or significant Communist front 
affiliations, might then be considered as necessary and urgent business 
in the public interest. 


The following is a reprint of the complete article in the Daily Worker 
of September 11, 1943, page 7, referred to by Mr.tWilliams on page 931: 


Art Topay—Firty-SEVENTH STREET GETS A BLoopD TRANSFUSION 


THE A.C.A, GALLERY—63 E, 57TH ST.—SEPT. 8-25 


Fifty Seventh Street has just gotten a “shot is the arm’ with the opening of 
oe 4A. Gallery (American Contemporary Art) at its new quarters, 67 E. 
57th St. 

The A.C.A. is an old and well-loved friend, as is the genial, round Herman 
Baron who presides over it. For ten years the gallery was located in Greenwich 
Village, and for ten years it has been “receptive to new ideas, gave encouragement 
to all schools, and especially sponsored art that was concerned with subject matter 
and social themes.” No “ivory tower’ this A.C.A. but a gallery with a rich 
history of using art directly and actively in the social struggle. Countless fund 
raising auctions and exhibits for Spain, China, war relief, defense of civil liberties, 
the New Masses and the Daily Worker have been held there. 

The list of artists who had their first showings at the A.C.A. and who have since 
achieved “reputation and recognition” is a long one. The artist who was anti- 
fascist long before it was “fashionable”? found a home at the A.C.A. when other 
galleries were closed to him. The whole development of “social” art in New 
York has its roots here. 

The move from “downtown” to ‘‘uptown’”’ has raised the question whether the 
new location implied a change in policy. To this Mr. Baron has answered with 
an emphatic “No.” 

The opening exhibition is one that promises a rich season of shows. The main 
room of the gallery is given over to war paintings, one of the first exhibitions of 
war paintings to be held on 57th Street. It is very significant that the A.C.A. 
Galleries should have opened its new home to the publie with an exhibit dealing 
with the war against fascism. 

It is significant when we remember that the heart and center of world culture, 
the old continent is at the moment submerged under the barbarism of Fascism, 
which enslaves all expressions of culture, to say nothing of expressions about war 
against Fascism. The artists in this show freely paint what they feel about the 
war. That they can do so lends an emphasis to the meaning of Democracy. 
This exhibition has meaning to every American for he can justly be proud of it 
as the expression of his own unique position in the world today, his position as a 
man who is free to fight Fascism, living in a country which is organized for this 
fight. This show is therefore, also, his expression of this fight. ie 

The artists paint in many different styles. These styles range from the realistic 
(as we see things) to the symbolic (the people represent overall human expressions 
such as religion, starvation, etc.). The pictures reproduced here give some in- 
dication of this range. But all these paintings are held together by the unanimity 
of interest, that is subjects dealing with the war. For this reason unlike most 
shows dealing with a diversity of subject, and painted in different styles, it is 
not difficult to pass from one painting to another. For people, (or students) 
who are just beginning to feel their way through different styles of pes we 
can think of no better introduction to an understanding of painting than a study 
of this group of paintings. 

The subjects of the canvasses are very varied. They deal with scenes on the 
home front, soldiers departure or furloughs, farmers, the soldiers at the front, 
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and many others. The styles for the most part are what today is loosely termed 
modern. 

For those who have in the past turned away from Modern Art as something out 
of this world, this show will be a revelation. In fact, although we walk into a 
room almost exclusively filled with modern works of Art, we soon begin to feel 
that we have not walked into an entirely different world from the one we live in 
daily, as is the case with most modern Art. If we study each picture carefully 
we soon find that it conveys to us something that is kin to us in this world. 

We cannot say enough of the sensitivity and courage which is revealed by 
H. Baron in the assembly of this show. His courage and sensitivity have become 
the bridge between the people who long to see the world expressed in cultural 
terms and between those few accomplished and equally courageous artists who 
do not hesitate to give substance to this expression. 

The Art Council offers one criticism. The calibre of work is not uniformly 
high. There are some very weak pictures included. A stricter standard of ad- 
mission should have been adhered to, even if this had resulted in a smaller exhibi- 
tion. 

We look forward with lively anticipation and relish to the general effect on 
57th Street of this gallery with a philosophy of “social’’ art among a group of 
galleries with the philosophy that “anything” that sells is “art.’”’ The contrast 
will be wonderful to behold! 

Tue Arr CounciL. 


The CHarrMAN. The committee will stand in recess for five minutes, 

(Short recess. ) 

The CuarrMan. The committee will be in order. 

(Committee members present: Representatives Walter, presiding, 
Moulder, Tuck, Miller, and Johansen.) 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Arens, call your next witness. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Frank C. Wright. 

The CuarrMan. Will you raise your right hand? Do you swear 
the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Wricur. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF FRANK C. WRIGHT, JR. 


Mr. Arens. Kindly identify yourself by name, residence, and 
occupation. 

Mr. Wricut. My name is Frank C. Wright, Jr. I live in New 
York City on 71st Street. I have been connected with the American 
Artists Professional League, Inc., and have been a member of the 
national board of directors for some years. I have painted portraits 
and landscapes for 35 years. I went to the Yale School of Fine Arts, 
but I got into industry and became interested in communication. 
Visual art is very valuable in communication. It has demonstrated 
that it has greater psychological impact than something you just hear 
or read. Someone said “A picture is worth a thousand words.” 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Wright, give us, if you please, something of your 
own personal background with particular reference to your experiences 
in the general field of psychological warfare. 

Mr. Wricar. I went over to Germany to help General Clay in the 
Bipartite Control Office. I became U.S. Economic Adviser to the 
Bipartite Control Office for Germany and was there for two years with 
Military Government. 

During these two years the Iron Curtain slammed down on the 
tenth country. The Berlin blockade was put on, and the airlift was 
instituted. I was naturally called into the area of economic warfare 
because I was U.S. Economic Adviser. 
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From that it was a jump into psychological warfare, and I instituted 
some of the efforts of this country in fighting this new kind of war. 
This was a new front; a ‘‘non-hardware phase” of a total war. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Wright, based uvon your background and experi- 
ence, would vou kindly express yourself with reference to the nature of 
the struggle between the free world and the international Communist 
tyranny? 

Mr. Wriaur. It is a new kind of warfare. 

Mr. Arens. Would you characterize or describe that warfare? 

Mr. Wricur. It is a communications warfare. I call it “conquest 
by corrosion.” 

Mr. Arens. Can you give us examples of its operation and its 
techniques? 

Mr. Wricur. Yes; we communicate by means of symbols, words, 
images, and numbers. Now each of these has been subverted into a 
weapon of a new kind of a war. Americans don’t fight it too effectively 
because it is the first time that war has ever been waged against 
us under a banner of peace. 

Mr. Arens. What are the elements in the conflict and what are the 
weapons which are used in this struggle which you have been charac- 
terizing? 

Mr. Wricut. Well, the subversion of communications involves two 
basic elements. I think the easiest way to state it is that it is, 
first of all, organized confusion of the mind; secondly, it corrodes values. 

Mr. Arens. Would you care to elaborate on that or give illus- 
trations? 

Mr. Wricut. Yes. Somebody put it very well. A psychologist 
said, “Communism is an organized revolt of the mind against reality. 
If you can get somebody separated from reality, you have him at a 
ae disadvantage.”’ Insane people are said to be separated from 
reality. 

Mr. Arens. Can you give us illustrations or examples? 

Mr. Wriaurt. I think the attempt to escape from reality in a way 
is one of the biggest businesses in the world. The entertainment 
business, boats, and automobiles to an extent give an escape from 
reality. Escape literature, movies, television, all these things give us 
an escape. Liquor gives people an escape. Some people even look 
at religion as an escape from reality. Reality is very difficult for 
many people and, therefore, the huge organization of the escape effort. 
The Communists focus this escape in strategic directions. 

Mr. Arens. Based upon your background and experience and your 
general characterization of the nature of this psychological warfare, 
can you tell us the degree to which art is utilized by the Communists 
as a weapon in the psychological warfare which they are waging 
against the free world? 

Mr. Wricurt. To the extent all communications are being manip- 
ulated in a war of communications, art is a prime weapon. It is 
used to confuse people and corrode values. 

Now, we regard fine art as something almost sacred, but to them it 
is a weapon, and it is just another tool to use in confusing people and 
getting them separated from reality. 

Mr. Arens. How do they use art as a weapon? 

Mr. Wricut. They produce false images. 

Mr. Arens. Give us an illustration or a characterization of that. 
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Mr. Wricur. Well, the Sputnik was a perfect example. It is a 
false image of “progress.’’ They use it as a symbol of progress in a 
misleading way instead of reality in order to confuse people. They 
cannot make communism work, and show real progress as an eco- 
nomic system. I speak now as an economist. They cannot make it 
work as a progressive social system, in our sense of the word, and the 
worse it fails the more they must hide it behind an iron curtain and 
produce a false image of progress. The Iron Curtain is a communica- 
tions barrier. It prevents communication, and prevents comparison 
between the inside and the outside. People inside are told that they 
are better off than people outside and vice versa. Outside we are 
given an image of this utopia behind the Curtain, but they never let 
us open the package. They hide the reality. 

Mr. Arrens. How are the Communists using art in this exhibit in 
New York City for the furtherance of this psychological warfare 
which you have been describing? 

Mr. Wricur. They are giving the American people the talse image 
of what the Soviet Union is like. When I was in psychological war- 
fare we published a really authoritative report on slavery behind the 
Iron Curtain. It was, I think, the most authoritative publication on 
what goes on in the forced labor camps in the Iron Curtain countries. 
It has maps and statistics and is widely accepted. This is not being 
told to the people now. In fact, it is being denied specifically. 

The story is being leaked out very carefully that these slave camps 
have been abolished. The Warsaw charter for labor proclaims the 
rights of labor outside the Curtain, but each one of the rights of labor 
has been specifically denied to the labor inside the Curtain. This is 
what I mean by presenting a false image. This is done with proclama- 
tions and words, but it is also done with communications of all kinds, 
and images, including art. 

Mr. Arens. Would you kindly proceed in your presentation on 
psychological warfare and the use of art as a weapon by the Com- 
munists? 

Mr. Wricur. Well, you have had some very good testimony before 
this committee, which I have read, about the subversion of words. 
I won’t elaborate on that, except to put into the record some redefini- 
tions of important words that were worked up by Robert S. Byfield,’ 
who was one of the best authorities on psychological warfare that 
I know. He defines ‘‘the people” as the Communists, their — 
thizers, or collaborators in any satellite nation or prospective satellite 
nation. The “enemies” are anti-Communists. <A “traitor” is any 
particularly active individual among the anti-Communists. 

I won’t elaborate on those but I give them to the committee for such 
use as you wish to make of them. 

(Document marked ‘Wright Exhibit No. 1,’ and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Wricur. I would like to put into the record a true picture of 
what is going on in the Soviet Union and the satellites in the field of 
art. 

Mr. Arens. What is the document? 


'“Some New Qualifications for ae 5 address given by Robert S. Byfield before the Manage 
Ment Division of The American Society of Mechanical Engineers at Skytop, Pa., on Oct. 29, 1952. 
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Mr. Wricurt. This was written by Robert C. Cody and Dr. Isaiah 
Bard, and developed by the Institute for the Study of the USSR. 
This was broadcast over the Mutual Broadcasting System. 

Mr. Arens. What is the title? 

Mr. Wricur. “Anatomy of Soviet Communism, a documentary 
radio series.’’ It is the first really clinical study of this subject that 
I heard on radio. I looked them up and I have the whole series here. 
They have a chapter on arts and culture in the USSR, and I would 
like to put that into the record for such use as you may want to 
make of it as a true picture of what has happened to the arts in the 
Soviet Union. 

The CuarrMAN. That will be made a part of the committee records. 

(Document marked “Wright Exhibit No. 2,” and retained in com- 
mittee files.) 

Mr. Wriacur. Being a true picture, it makes the other images com- 
pletely false by comparison. 

Mr. Arens. What are the processes used by the international 
Communist conspiracy to condition the minds of people with respect 
to the Communist regime? 

Mr. Wricnr. Well, Dr. Ivan Pavlov was admittedly one of the 
greatest scientists that Russia ever produced, and they tried to get 
him to join the Communist Party and he wouldn’t. I published in 
1952 the story of the interview between Lenin and Dr. Pavlov. This 
is a historical occasion because at this moment in history the science 
of neurology and the related areas of science became, instead of a 
therapy to treat human illness, a weapon to confuse the mind and 
create mental illness. 

Dr. Pavlov steadfastly refused to ever join the party, and yet I 
can show you quotes from him, now that he is dead, attributed to 
him by the Communist press, saying that he was an ardent believer 
in communism. 

Mr. Arens. What were the techniques which were employed and 
are being employed by the Communists to condition the minds with 
respect to communism? 

Mr. Wricur. Lenin asked Dr. Pavlov, ‘Tell me. What makes 
human nature tick? What makes us behave the way we do?” 

So Dr. Pavlov said, ‘‘We can talk about the instincts of survival, 
fear, self-gratification, and so forth.” 

Then he went through sex and hunger and all the various basic 
instincts. He later warned that the human animal could not be 
treated as dogs and laboratory animals because they respond to a 
secondary nervous signalization. 

This gets a little technical but it is worth examining. 

Lower animals operate on a primary nervous signalization. They 
smell, they see, they hear, and so forth. Pavlov warned that you 
cannot treat men like dogs because they operate with reason, imagina- 
tion, idealism, and other things. This can be documented out of 
the texts of Pavlov if the committee is interested. The Communists 
have, I believe, perpetrated the greatest insult to humanity that has 
ever been leveled at mankind by any tyrant. They have subverted 
science in order to treat human beings very much like laboratory 
animals and dogs. 

Mr. Arens. Do you have other observations to make on the theme 
which we are exploring today, Mr. Wright? 
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Mr. Wricur. John, Dos Passos wrote a book ‘Most Likely To 
Succeed,” in which he tells the story of a bright young man who is 
voted most likely to succeed in his class in college and he got out 
and got into the avant-garde theatrical movement and then got into 
the Communist Party. Dos Passos described in this book a meeting 
of a Communist Party cell toward the end of the war. 

I would like to read this one paragraph into the record because it 
describes exactly and authoritatively the master plan of the Commu- 
nist en in this area. It is at page 295 of his book, ‘‘Most Likely To 
Succeed”: 


Communications are the brains and nervous system of the 
country. * * * That is the importance of our work out 
here 


meaning in Hollywood—— 


Mass communication. Motion pictures are the mind of the 
masses. Through the war effort we move into radio. We 
eliminate Fascists from the newspaper workers’ unions, we 
install progressives in the writers organizations and the pro- 
jected author authority. By the time this war is over we 
shall have captured the brains of the Nation. For the first 
time we can see emerging the outlines of a Soviet America. 


Gentlemen, I have never seen a more succinct statement of the 
master plan to penetrate the mind and nervous system of the Nation 
and to bring about this conquest by confusion and corrosion of values. 
This is it, in my opinion, and I believe Mr. Dos Passos would be able 
to authenticate this and indicate that it is not entirely fictional. He 


was way over in left field for many years, as you know. 
When he defected, he defected with a bang, but I believe he could 
authenticate that statement ic thoroughly. 


Now, the degree to which this master plan was carried out has been 
very hard to determine, but there is an exhibit which does give a 
measure of the extent to which the Communists got into the wire 
services, newspaper, Magazines, and so forth. This exhibit of the 
American Newspaper Guild shows how the various newspapers, maga- 
zines, and wire services voted at the time they threw the Communists 
out of control of the Newspaper Guild. 

They voted, paper by paper. I won’t comment on it other than to 
say that this is a measure of the extent to which the Communists suc- 
ceeded in carrying out the master plan for penetrating the communi- 
cations svstem, the “brain and nervous system” of the United States. 

I should state that your committee has done a very fine job of 
uncovering the success of that operation in the radio-television field. 

Back to art, I think that the distortion and subversion of the 
images is the way they use art for this business of confusing people. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Wright, you have given us an elemental charac- 
ierization of the use of art and of communications by the Communists 
to condition the mind for communism. Do you have, based upon your 
background and experience, any observations or suggestions to make 
as to a mode of defense against this aggressive ann by international 
communism in the field of psychological warfare? 
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Mr. Wriaurt. I do, sir. I think it is very simple. We must first 
recognize that we are in a war—a non-hardware, undeclared war. We 
are initright now. The way to fight organized confusion is to organize 
the clarification. This involves making true images and destroying 
the false images. It means tearing off false labels and calling things 
by their right names. It means destroying the Iron Curtain. 

Mr. Arens. Would you give us an Mustration’ 

Mr. Wriaur. In effect, this means tearing down the Curtain, The 
purpose of the Curtain is to preserve a false image on both sides. The 
“‘Utopia” inside the Iron Curtain should be revealed for all its reality, 
inside-and out. 

In the free world what is wrong gets in the headlines every day in 
the paper, and it is very easy to start looking at the things that are 
wrong and thinking that is the true image of America. Crimes and 
maladjustments have a way of getting headlines, as you undoubtedly 
know, and ‘‘man bites dog” is the departure from the reality and not 
the reality itself. The Communists push the false picture, and play 
down the things that are good. 

The way to fight this false image is to preserve the reality of what 
our forefathers established in this country and with all the things that 
are wrong with it but a little emphasis on the things that are, by no 
accidents whatsoever, right about it. It is the hope of the world. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will con- 
clude the staff interrogation of Mr. Wright. 

The Cuarrman. Are there any questions? 

We are indebted, Mr. Wright, to you and to the preceding witness. 

It seems to me that the Soviet exhibit in New York is designed to 
peer a false picture of unhappy life, and the American exhibit in 

oscow is designed to portray a false picture of a happy life. 

This corresponds one hundred percent to the basic propaganda of 
the Communist Parties of every country in the world. 

Let there be incorporated in the record at the close of this session a 
statement transmitted to the committee by Representative Thomas 
M. Pelly of the State of Washington. 

The committee will stand adjourned. 

(Whereupon, at 11:40 a.m., Wednesday, July 1, 1959, the committee 
adjourned, subject to the call of the Chair.) 
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STATEMENT SUBMITTED BY REPRESENTATIVE THOMAS M. PELLY 
OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 


Mr. Chairman, I appreciate having an opportunity to briefly express my 
views with regard to the paintings presently on display at the American National 
Exhibition in Moscow and my further views with respect to the significant 
record of Communist activities and affiliations in connection with the creators 
of these works of art. 

I also wish to commend the House Committee on Un-American Activities for 
initiating an investigation into this matter. 

On the basis of information available to me, I understand that of the 69 artists 
whose works are on display at this exhibition, 34 have records of affiliation with 
Communist fronts and causes. Of these 34, 12 appear to have only minor affilia- 
tions, which by and large were apparently terminated over 10 years ago, and can 
be presumed to be of no particular consequence. 

The remaining 22, however, approximately one-third of all those whose works 
have been chosen for exhibition, have a record of significant and continuing 
affiliation with communistic movements in this country. 

Inasmuch as the records of these so-called leaders of American cultural art 
were available in a matter of minutes in the files of this committee, it is incon- 
ceivable to me why these particular individuals were selected. The person or 
persons in the Department of State and the USIA responsible for the selection of 
these artists at the very least are guilty of gross negligence and dereliction of duty 
and I believe should be subjected to the most severe censure and exhaustive 
investigation. 

As I understand it, the purpose of this exhibition is to depict the advance of 
cultural arts under a free state, and certainly to select and dignify individuals 
who are dedicated to the overthrow of this Government and to the establishment 
of a slave state, defeats its own purpose. 

My attention has been drawn to the subject matter of one of these paintings 
in particular. This painting is the work of a man by the name of Jack Levine. 
A routine check of the committee files indicates that Mr. Levine is associated 
with at least 21 Communist fronts and causes. This artist has a picture presently 
on exhibition in Moscow which is entitled ‘‘Welcome Home.”’ The picture is 
the rankest type of satire and depicts a general of our Armed Forces at a banquet 
table surrounded by persons of obviously questionable character. 

This picture in itself is of small moment, but as a symbol for Soviet propaganda 
it presents a golden opportunity to imply to the Russian people the low regard 
in which the American people, apparently, hold the leaders of our Armed Forces. 
I believe that this matter, and this picture in particular, should be brought to 
the personal attention of the President of the United States, General Eisenhower, 
and I propose to see that this is accomplished. 

Only recently I have had occasion to criticize the personnel policy of the Depart- 
ment of State with regard to the recruitment of employees in so-called ‘‘menial’’ 
positions in American embassies behind the Iron Curtain. 

Here again we encounter individuals in authoritative places in the State Depart- 
ment who persist in defending policies that by no stretch of the imagination can 
he construed as safeguarding the security of the United States. 

I know that this matter has also been a subject of hearings before this com- 
mittee, and it is not my purpose to belabor this point further at this time, other 
than to raise the question, Mtr, Chairman, as to whether these apparently un- 
related problems are not possibly a part and parcel of some sinister master plan, 
masterminded by another Alger Hiss lurking in the background. 

In conelusion, Mr. Chairman, let me again thank you and the members of this 
committee for permitting me to testify on this subject which I feel is so vital to 
the security of our country and the continuance of our free way of life. 
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THE AMERICAN NATIONAL EXHIBITION, MOSCOW, 
JULY 1959 


(The Record Of Certain Artists And An Appraisal Of Their Works 
Selected For Display) 


WEDNESDAY, JULY 1, 1959 


Unirep Srares House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE 
CoMMITTEE ON UN-AMBmRICAN ACTIVITIES, 
Washington, D.C. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION ! 


The subcommittee of the Committee on Un-American Activities 
met, pursuant to notice, at 2 p.m., Hon. Francis E. Walter (chairman 
of the committee) presiding. 

Committee members present: Representatives Francis E. Walter 
of Pennsylvania; Morgan M. Moulder, of Missouri; and August 
E. Johansen, of Michigan. 

Staff members present: Richard Arens, staff director; Francis J. 
McNamara, research analyst; and Donald T. Appell, investigator. 

Mr. Argens. Mr. Shahn, please remain standing while the chair- 
man administers an oath to you. 

The CuHarrMAN. Do you swear the testimony you are about to 
give will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth so 
help you God? 

Mr. SHaun. Yes, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF BEN SHAHN, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
PHILIP WITTENBERG 


Mr. Arens. Please identify yourself by name, residence, and occu- 
pation. 

Mr. Suaun. My name is Ben Shahn. My residence is Roosevelt, 
N.J. My occupation is artist. 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today in response to a subpena 
which was served upon you by this committee? 

Mr. SHaun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Argens. You are represented by counsel? 

Mr. SHAHN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, please identify yourself on this record. 
a Philip Wittenberg, 70 West 40th Street, New 

ork City. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Shahn, where and when were you born? 


‘Released by thecommittee and ordered to be printed. 
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Mr. SuHaun. I was born in Kovno, which was then Russia when I 
was born, on September 12, 1898. It became Lithuania after the 
First World War and Russia again and Lithuania again. I believe 
it is Lithuania now. 

Mr. Argens. When did you come to the United States? 

Mr. SHaun. 1906. 

Mr. Argns. Are you a citizen of the United States? 

Mr. SHAun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. By naturalization or derivation? 

Mr. SHaun. By derivation. 

Mr. Arens. Give us, please sir, a word about your educational 
background. 

Mr. SHaun. I went through grade school in Brooklyn. At the age 
of 14 or close to 15, I was apprenticed as a lithographer. I went to 
night schools and entered New York University. I attended there for 
a year and then transferred to the College of the City of New York. 
I quit there and went to the National Academy of Design because 
this was my major interest. 

Mr. Arens. When did you complete your formal education? 

Mr. SHaun. I didn’t complete it. 

Mr. Arens. When was what formal education you did have 
accomplished? 

Mr. SuHaun. I see. The best I can recall exactly? 

Mr. Arens. Roughly speaking, what year? 

Mr. SHaun. I entered New York University in 1919, and the sum- 
mer of 1920, I was apparently a good student in biology, and I 
received a scholarship to the Marine Biological Laboratory. I spent 
the summer there. Then in the fall I transferred to City College 
because of not having money for tuition at the time for New York 
University, whereas City College was a free school. I stayed there 
snows a year, I think, and quit and entered the National Academy of 

esign. 

CC When did you complete your work at the National 
Academy of Design? 

Mr. SHaun. You don’t complete work there. 

Mr. Arens. When did you complete what work you did do? ; 

Mr. SHann. I went there till 1922, I think, and continued then in 
evening courses, whatever was available, evening classes. Then in 
1925 I went to Paris to continue my studies there. I went back there 
again in 1925 and came back in 1926. I went over again in 1928, 


oing to school most of the time and studying at museums, and so 
orth. 


_. Mr. Arens. Have you, in addition to your art work, been employed 
in any other general capacity, any other field other than the field of 
art! 

Mr. SHaun. Really not. You see I was a lithographer and I was 
called a lithographic artist and considered myself an artist then. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever worked for the Federal Government? 

Mr. SHAHN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Where and when, please, sir? 

Mr. SHaun. I worked for the Resettlement Administration from 
1935 to 1937. I guess that is correct, till 1937. And later I worked 
for the Office of War Information. 
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Mr. Arens. Over what period of time did you work for the Office 
of War Information? . 

Mr. SHaun. 1942 I came in there, in September or something. 

Mr. Arens. In what capacity? 

Mr. SuHaun. I was an artist. 

Mr. AreNs. Does that complete the service that you have rendered 
to the United States Government? 

Mr. SHaun. I think so. 

Mr. Arens. During any time of your employment in the service of 
the United States Government, did you execute any affidavits or 
documents relative to membership in the Communist Party as to 
whether or not you had ever been a member of the Communist Party? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Suaun. Well, I will respectfully refuse to answer the question 
propounded on the ground that the Congress and this committee 
must exercise its powers subject to the limitations placed by the 
Constitution of the United States on governmental action and more 
particularly in the context of this question the relevant limitations of 
the Bill of Rights. 

The CuatrmMan. Do you understand the question, Mr. Shahn? 

Mr. Suaun. Yes, I understand the question, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that the witness 
has not invoked those provisions of the fifth amendment against 
self-incrimination, I respectfully suggest that the chairman may 
desire to direct the witness to answer the question. 

The CHarrMAn. Yes. You are directed to answer the question. 
The question refers to an act which, if you performed it, would be a 
matter of public record. 

Mr. Suaun. I object and my objection is based not only on the fifth 
amendment but on the relevant limitations of the Bill of Rights. 

The CuatrMAN. Now you invoke the fifth amendment? 

Mr. Saaun. Including the first amendment, the fifth amendment, 
~ — and tenth amendments, all contained within the Bill of 

ights. 

Mr. Argens. Now, that we may clarify the record, may I ask you 
the direct categorical question: During any time which you were 
employed as an official or em 3 by by the United States Govern- 
ment in these employments which you have recounted, were you a 
member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. SHaun. No, sir. 
pr. Arens. Had you ever been a member of the Communist 

arty? 

Mr. Suaun. Again I am going to object. I would respectfully 
again refuse to answer this question propounded on the grounds 
that the Congress and the committee must exercise its powers subject 
to the limitations placed by the Constitution of the United States 
on governmental action, and more particularly in the context of this 
question the relevant limitation of the Bill of Rights, and also my 
objection is further based not only on the fifth amendment but on 
the relevant limitation of the Bill of Rights including the first amend- 
ment, the fifth amendment, and the ninth and tenth amendments, 
all contained within the Bill of Rights, sir. 

The Justa minute. You say you object to the question. 
You refuse to answer the question? 
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Mr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. When you speak of the fifth amendment, are you in- 
voking those provisions of the fifth amendment which give you a 
privilege of refusing to answer a question if, in your honest judgment, 
an answer to that question might give information that can be used 
against you in a criminal proceeding? In other words, are you in- 
voking those provisions of the fifth amendment against self-incrimi- 
nation? 

Mr. SuHaun. That among others I would like to answer this way: 
That I respectfully refuse to answer this question propounded on the 
ground that the Congress and this committee must exercise its powers 
subject to the limitations placed by the Constitution of the United 
States on governmental action, more particularly in the context of 
this question the relevant limitation of the Bill of Rights. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Shahn, have you ever used any name other than 
the name Shahn, S-h-a-h-n, under which you are appearing today? 

Mr. SuHaun. No, sir. 

Mr. Arens. It is the information of this committee, Mr. Shahn, 
that in February of this year, 1959, a subcommittee of consultants to 
the Department of State and to the United States Information Agency 
selected a jury and alternates to the jury to be responsible for the 
selection of certain paintings and sculpture works to be exhibited in 
Moscow. 

Mr. Suaun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. It is further the information of this committee that you 
were selected as an alternate juror, is that correct? 

Mr. SuHaun. No, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Did you have any connection? 

Mr. SHaun. I never had anything of it. 

Mr. Arens. Were you ever connected with the selection of the 
portraits? 

Mr. SHaun. None whatsoever. 

Mr. Arens. What has been your connection or relationship to the 
committee which made the selection of portraits to be displayed in 
Moscow? 

Mr. SHaun. None, than the fact that I have known them as an 
artist and that they are connected with the arts. 

Mr. Arens. Did you have any conversations with any members of 
the selection committee? 

Mr. SHAHN. No, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Have you received commissions from the Fine Arts 
Commission? 

Mr. SHaun. Let me see which one it is. I did the murals in the 
Social Security Building, then called the Social Security Building. 

Mr. Arens. When did you do those? 

Mr. Suaun. This was open competition in 1941. I may be a year 
off, a year. 

Mr. Arens. Approximately 1941? 

Mr. SHAEN. 

Mr. Arens. At the time that you received the commission to do 
these murals—— 

Mr. SHaun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Did you execute any statements under oath or other- 
wise to the United States Government with respect to whether or not 
you had ever been a member of the Communist Party? 
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Mr. Suaun. I would again respectfully refuse to answer the ques- 
tion propounded on the ground that the Congress and this committee 
must exercise its powers subject to the limitations placed by the 
Constitution of the United States on governmental action, more par- 
ticularly in the context of this question relevant limitations of the 
Bill of Rights and my objection is based not only on the fifth amend- 
ment but on the relevant limitation of the Bill of Rights, including 
the first amendment, the fifth amendment, and the ninth and tenth 
amendments, all contained within the Bill of Rights. 

Mr. Arens. Did you, Mr. Shahn, ever engage in an artistic en- 
deavor for the purpose of serving the cause of the Communist Party 
of the United States? 

Mr. SHaun. No, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Did you prepare the Sacco-Vanzetti series, a work of 
art with respect to the Sacco-Vanzetti case? 

Mr. SHAHN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arpns. Did you know at the time that you prepared this work 
of art that the Sacco-Vanzetti case was a cause celebre of the Com- 
munist operation? 

Mr. Suaun. No, sir. I did not. 

Mr. Arens. When you prepared your Sacco-Vanzetti portraits, 
of the trial of Sacco-Vanzetti, were you a member of the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. Suaun. No, sir. 

Mr. Arsns. Had you broken with the Communist Party? 

Mr. Suaun. Had I what? 

Mr. Arens. Had you broken with the Communist Party? 

Mr. SHaun. My objection is based—I am sorry. I respectfully 
refuse to answer the question propounded on the grounds that the 
Congress and this committee must exercise its powers subject to 
limitations placed by the Constitution of the United States on 
governmental action and more particularly in the context of this 
question the relevant limitation of the Bill of Rights. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Shahn, have you contributed your art work for 
the purpose of raising funds for Communist enterprises? 

Mr. SHann. Again I must refuse. My refusal to answer this 
question propounded is on the ground that the Congress and this 
committee must exercise its powers subject to the limitations placed 
by the Constitution of the United States on governmental action 
and more particularly in the context of this question, the relevant 
limitation of the Bill of Rights. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you now a thermofax reproduction. of 
certain pages from New Masses, April 28, 1942, a notorious Commu- 
nist publication. 

Mr. SHaun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. In which New Masses recites: 

These are the names of some of the men and women, among them the foremost 


artists of our land, who contributed their drawings and paintings gratis to New 
Masses’ recent art auction. 


Included in the list of these persons is the name Ben Shahn, S-h-a-h-n. 
Would you kindly look at this exhibit which I have marked ‘Ben 
Shahn Exhibit 1” and tell this committee, if you please, sir, whether 
< not the facts recited there are true and correct to your best recol- 
ection? 
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(Document handed to the witness.) 

Mr. Suaun. Against I must respectfully refuse—— 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman—TI do not mean to interrupt the wit- 
ness—except I think the chairman might desire to let the record 
reflect something like the words, ‘same objections.” It would be an 
economy of time, if that is understood. 

The Cuarrman. Or that “I refuse to answer for the reasons stated.” 

Mr. Arens. It will obviate the necessity for you to read all that 
language you have been reading here. 

Mr. SHaun. Just beautiful words. 

Mr. Arens. Is that agreeable? 

Mr. WITTENBERG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Argens. Would you kindly respond to the question? 

Mr. SHAun. I just refuse to answer on the same ground. 

(Document marked “Ben Shahn Exhibit No. 1” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Shahn, I display to you a thermofax reproduction 
of an invitation to an exhibition sponsored by the Art Committee of 
the National Council of American-Soviet Friendship, which identifies 
Ben Shahn as an artist whose paintings will be exhibited. Would 
you kindly look at that exhibit and as you are examining it respond 
to this question: Were you a member of the Art Committee of this 
organization? 

Mr. SHaun. No, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Were your paintings to your certain knowledge 
exhibited with your knowledge and approval by the Art Committee 
of the National Council of Soviet Friendship? 


Mr. SHaun. Not that I know of, really. 


(Document marked ‘Ben Shahn Exhibit No. 2” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. All right, sir. 

Now I display to you if you please, sir, a thermofax reproduction 
of an article in the Daily People’s World of California, July 21, 1948, 
and I invite your attention to the article entitled, “Art exhibit will 
benefit Spanish refugee appeal.” You will note in the exhibit that 
the works of Ben Shahn are listed as being exhibited by this organiza- 
tion with your knowledge and consent. 

Mr. SHaun. I know nothing about this, but nothing. 

(Document marked “Ben Shahn Exhibit No. 3” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. All right, sir. I now display to you, if you please, 
a photostatic reproduction of a copy of a page of the National—— 

Mr. SHann. Just a minute. 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHaun. Go ahead, sir. 

The CuairmMan. Did you want to add anything? 

Mr. SHaun. I would like to add something. 

People owned my work, you know. There was a time when | 
sold my work for $5, you see, or $3 or whatever I could get to live 
on. Very often those peopie would enter those things in such affairs 
for benefits and so on without my knowledge whatsoever. 

Mr. Arens. That is adequate explanation for this instance. 

Mr. SHaun. This instance? 
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Mr. Arens. If it is a fact to your recollection. 
Mr. Suaun. It is a fact to my knowledge actually. 

Mr. Argens. Now I display to you, if you please, an advertisement 
in the National Guardian of April 1950, of an art auction listing a 
number of artists, including Ben Shahn, whose paintiags are to be 
auctioned off. I ask you to kindly look at that advertisement and 
tell this committee whether or not you have a recollection of the 
auction and particularly express whether or not you donated your 
art work for the auction. 

Mr. SHaun. This would be the same situation. I do not remember 
consciously giving anything to such a thing. At this particular time 
I began to value my work beyond the auction value of it. 

(Document marked ‘‘Ben Shahn Exhibit No. 4” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Have you contributed your artwork to the publication 
Jewish Life, issued by the Morning Freiheit Association? 

Mr. SHaun. No, sir. No, sir, I have not. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you now, if you please 

Mr. SHaun. Will you understand—may I explain a moment? 

Mr. AreENns. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SaHaun. I am an artist. I am fairly well known now. Photo- 
graphs of my work are available through museums, through agencies, 
and so on. And a writer in any publication can go to a museum or 
gallery or dealer and ask for a photograph without my knowledge 
whatsoever, without my consent, and that is all there is to it. From 
time to time something of mine appears in the book section or maga- 
zine section of the New York Times. This is without my knowledge 
and recently they have begun to pay space rates. They send me a 
$10 check when they do that. 

Mr. Arens. Have you contributed your work to Masses and 
Mainstream, do you recall? 

Mr. Suaun. I did once, sir, yes. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you, if you please, sir, a thermofax copy 
of the January 1949 issue of Masses and Mainstream. 

Mr. Suann. Yes. I gave them a batch of photostats. I forget 
now who asked me for it. I said these things are just casual drawings. 
You feel free to use them as decorative spots. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know at the time you made the contribution 
of your art work to Masses and Mainstream that it was a Communist 
publication? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Suann. Again I am afraid I will have to refuse to answer on 
the same grounds. 

(Document marked ‘Ben Shahn Exhibit No. 5” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Were these art works which were used by Masses and 
Mainstream, this Communist publication, solicited from you by a 
person known by you to be a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. SHaun. No, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know persons who were members of the 
Communist Party to whom you did submit your art work in Masses 
and Mainstream? 

_Mr. Suaun. Again I would refuse to answer on the same grounds, 
sir. 
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Mr. Arens. Have you ever been an instructor in the John Reed 
Club School of Art? . 

Mr. SHaun. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arens. When were you an instructor in the John Reed Club 
School of Art? 

Mr. SHaun. It would be 1934 or 1935. I cannot remember exactly, 
I taught fresco there on a brick wall where fresco was teachable. 
You need the facilities of a brick wall on which to apply fresco. 

Mr. Argens. What was the John Reed Club School of Art? 

Mr. SHaun. I really don’t know because I forget. Someone who 
was teaching there became sick, and I was asked whether I would 
take his place. 

Mr. Arens. Who asked you? Do you recall? 

Mr. SHaun. No, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Did you know that the John Reed Club School of Art 
was a Communist enterprise at the time you were instructing there? 

Mr. Swann. Again I refuse to answer on the same ground. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you now, if you please, sir, a photostatic 
reproduction of an article from the Daily Worker of July 6, 1934, 
with reference to the John Reed Club School of Art in which it is 
described in this Communist publication as an “institution for the 
instruction and development of young revolutionary artists,”’ and 
further characterizations of this kind. Would you kindly look at this 
article and tell this committee whether or not that characterization 
in the Communist Daily Worker of the John Reed Club School of 
Art is to your certain knowledge true and correct? 

Mr. Suaun. I must respectfully refuse to answer it on the ground 
that the question asked is not pertinent to the subject matter of this 
investigation. 

Mr. Arens. Is that the only ground? 

Mr. Suaun. And all the other grounds that I previously stated. 

(Document marked ‘Ben Shahn Exhibit No. 6” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arpns. Mr. Shahn, did you ever belong to the John Reed 
Club itself? 

Mr. SHaun. No, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Were you ever a member of the National Council of 
the Arts, Sciences, and Professions? 

Mr. Suaun. I would refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Have you loaned your name and prestige as an artist 
to enterprises on behalf of Communists in the motion picture industry? 

Mr. SHaun. No, sir. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you now, if you please, sir, a thermofax 
reproduction of an article in the Daily Worker of December 1, 1947, 
with reference to a number of persons who are listed as signers of an 
appeal in behalf of the Communists in the motion picture industry 
and ask you to kindly examine the article and tell this committee 
whether or not it refreshes your recollection with reference to your 
participation in that enterprise. 

Mr. Suaun. Again I am afraid J will have to refuse to answer on 
the same ground. 

(Document marked “Ben Shahn Exhibit No. 7” and retained in 
committee files.) 
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Mr. Aruns. Have you loaned your prestige as an artist on behalf 
of the Hollywood Communists whose case was in court, Dalton Trumbo, 
and others, in an amicus curiae brief? 

Mr. Suaun. Again I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. I now display to you, please, sir, a thermofax reproduc- 
tion of a listing of the names of persons on an amicus curiae brief on 
behalf of certain Communists whose case was pending in the Supreme 
Court of the United States, including the name of Ben Shahn. 
Kindly look at this document and tell the committee while you are 
under oath whether or not it refreshes your recollection with reference 
to your participation in that enterprise. 

Mr. SHaun. Again I refuse to answer on the same grounds, sir. 

(Document marked “Ben Shahn Exhibit No. 8” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. I now display to you still another exhibit. It is a 
Call to a Bill of Rights Conference to be held in New York City, 
July 16-17, 1949. Listed, among others, is the name of Ben Shahn, 
artist, Roosevelt, N.J., as one of the sponsors of this enterprise. 
Kindly look at this document which I now display to you and tell this 
committee whether or not it refreshes your recollection with reference 
to your participation in that enterprise. 

Mr. SHaun. I just refuse to answer on the same grounds, sir. 

(Document marked “Ben Shahn Exhibit No. 9” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Argns. Did you lend your name to a petition directed to the 
President of the United States pleading for amnesty for the jailed 
Communists some few years ago in 1952? 

Mr. SuHaun. I am afraid I refuse to answer on the same grounds, sir. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you now an original copy of an article 
appearing in the Communist Daily Worker listing a number of people 
who have appealed to the President to grant amnesty to leaders of the 
Communist Party convicted under the Smith Act. According to the 
article, the name of Ben Shahn, artist, appears. Kindly look at this 
document and tell this committee whether or not it refreshes your 
recollection with reference to your participation in that enterprise. 

Mr. SHaun. I refuse to answer on the same grounds, sir. 

(Document marked, ‘‘Ben Shahn Exhibit No. 10” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Did you participate in the founding convention of the 
Progressive Party? 

Mr. Suann. Again I would refuse to answer on the same ground. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you, if you please, sir, a thermofax 
copy of a leaflet giving biographical notes on personalities who were 
participants in the founding convention of the Progressive Party, 
including, according to this document, Ben Shahn, of Hightstown, 
N.J., a leading American artist. Kindly look at that document and 
tell this committee whether or not it refreshes your recollection with 
reference to your participation in that enterprise. + 

Mr. Suan. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

(Document marked “Ben Shahn Exhibit No. 11.) 

Mr. Arens. Did you lend your name and Pas prestige as an artist 
to the establishment of the Cultural and Scientific Conference for 
World Peace to be held in the Waldorf-Astoria Hotel in New York 
City in March of 1949? Do you recall? 
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Mr. SHaun. I refuse to answer on the same grounds, sir. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you, if you please, sir, a photostatic repro- 
duction of a leaflet of that organization bearing the name of Ben 
Shahn as one of the sponsors. Kindly look at this document and 
tell this committee whether or not that refreshes your recollection. 

Mr. SHaun. I refuse to answer on the same grounds, sir. 

(Document marked “Ben Shahn Exhibit No. 12” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Did you know that that conference, the call to which 
was sponsored by yourself, among others, was condemned by the 
Government of the United States via the Secretary of State as part 
and parcel of the international Communist operation? 

Mr. SHaun. I refuse to answer on the same grounds, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Did you lend your name and prestige as an artist to 
sponsor a peace congress held in Mexico City in 1949 entitled “‘Ameri- 
can Continental Congress for World Peace’’? 

Mr. SHaun. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. I display, if you please, sir, a thermofax copy of an 
article from the Daily Worker of July 29, 1949, in which your name 
appears, among others, as one of the sponsors of that conference to be 
held in Mexico. Tell this committee whether or not that article 
refreshes your recollection. 

Mr. SHaun. I repeat, sir, that I refuse to answer on the same 
grounds. 

(Document marked ‘‘Ben Shahn Exhibit No. 13” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Did you on October 16, 1958, lend your name and 
prestige as an artist for the purpose of promoting an advertisement 
in certain publications calling for a new foreign policy of the United 
States which would suspend our military defenses, and a number of 
other policy doctrines with other people? Kindly look at this docu- 
ment and tell this committee whether you loaned your name and 
prestige as an artist to that enterprise in 1958. 

Mr. Suaun. IJ refuse to answer, sir, on the same grounds. 

(Document marked ‘‘Ben Shahn Exhibit No. 14” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I would respectfully suggest that would 
conclude the staff interrogation of this witness. 

Mr. Movutper. Mr. Chairman, I move that all of the documents 
submitted by counsel to the witness be admitted in evidence to be 
appropriately marked in sequence. 

he Cuarrman. They be marked and made a part of the 
record. 

Call your next witness, Mr. Arens. 

Mr. Arens. The next witness, Mr. Chairman, will be Philip 
Evergood. 

The Cuarrman. Will you raise your right hand, please? 

Do you swear the testimony you are about to give will be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Evercoop. I do. 

The CuarrMan. Sit down, please. 
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TESTIMONY OF PHILIP EVERGOOD, ACCOMPANIED BY COUNSEL, 
PHILIP WITTENBERG 


Mr. Arerns. Please identify yourself by name, residence, and 
occupation. 

Mr. Evercoop. Philip Evergood, painter, of Halls Hill Road, 
Oxford, Conn. 

Mr. Arens. You are appearing today in response to a subpena 
which was served upon you by this committee? 

Mr. Yes. 

Mr. Argens. And you are represented by counsel? 

Mr. Evercoop. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. Counsel, kindly identify yourself. 

Mr. WirrenserG. Philip Wittenberg, 70 West 40th Street, New 
York City. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Evergood, have you ever been a member of the 
Communist Party? 

(Witness conferred with counsel.) 

Mr. Evercoop. I respectfully refuse to answer the question pro- 
pounded on the ground that Congress and this committee must exer- 
cise its powers subject to the limitations placed by the Constitution 
of the United States on Government action, more particularly in the 
context of this question the relevant limitations of the Bill of Rights. 
My objection is based not only on the fifth amendment but on the 
relevant limitations of the Bull of Rights including the first amend- 
ment, the fifth amendment, and the ninth and tenth amendments, 
all contained within the Bill of Rights. 

Mr. Arens. You were reading from a prepared statement? 

Mr. Evercoop. No—prepared statement which my counsel ad- 
vised me to use. 

Mr. Arens. I am a little bit uncertain, sir, as to whether or not 
you invoked those provisions of the fifth amendment which give you 
a privilege of not giving testimony that could incriminate yourself. 

(Witness conferred with counsel.) 

Mr. Evercoop. My objection is based—my refusal is based not 
only on the fifth amendment but on the relevant limitations of the 
Bill of Rights including the first amendment, the fifth amendment, 
and the ninth and tenth amendments, all contained within the Bill 
of Rights. 

Mr Arens. Are you invoking those provisions of the fifth amend- 
ment which give you the privilege of not giving testimony which coul 
be used against yourself. : 

Mr. Evercoop. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. All right, sir. Now, Mr. Evergood, I display to you, 
if you please, sir, a thermofax copy of an article appearing in the 
Communist Daily Worker of June 22, 1947, entitled ‘“The Artist Will 
Not Take a Back Seat’? by Philip Evergood, in which this language 
appears, among other things: 

The destruction of the W.P.A. Art Program by the reactionary members of the 
Congress sparked by the Un-American Committee was the first shot fired in the 
present Taft-Hartley Bill now on the President’s desk. The same slave labor 
bill for which the Un-American Committee has prepared the grounds, is calculated 


to create a war hysteria and build up a hatred towards our blood ally and comrade 
in victory of less than two years ago—the Soviet Union. 
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It is sickening for those of us whose work was sent on tour to Europe and Latin 
America to help cement friendly relations, to realize that General Marshall has 
recalled these good-will exhibitions and that President Truman recently expressed 
himself in a letter, to the effect that modern art is “‘silly and useless.” 

Would you kindly look at this article which I now display to you 
and tell this committee whether or not you are the author of the 
article. 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse on the same grounds. 

(Document marked “Evergood Exhibit No. 1” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. On the date of that article, June 22, 1947, were you 
then a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you, if you please, sir, a thermofax copy 
of an article from the Communist Daily People’s World of May 20, 
1948, and invite your attention to this article which states that 297 
Americans signed a statement protesting the 20th Century-Fox 
film “Iron Curtain.” I invite you attention specifically to the name 
of Philip Evergood as one of those protesting this film and ask if you 
signed the protest. 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

(Document marked ‘‘Evergood Exhibit No. 2” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Could you tell this committee while you are under 
oath who solicited your signature to that protest against this presenta- 
tion of “Iron Curtain’? 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Did you construe your action in that respect as part 
of an attempted censorship of a motion picture film? 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Were you at the time you signed that protest against 
the motion picture “Iron Curtain,” then a member of the Com- 
munist Party? 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Now, sir, I display to you a thermofax reproduction of 
an article appearing in the Communist Daily Worker of March 31, 
1954, entitled “Political Test for Jobs Denounced By 100 Notables,” 
and included in the 100 notables who signed this article is the name of 
Philip Evergood. Kindly look at this article and tell this committee 
whether or not it refreshes your recollection with reference to your 
participation in protesting what is alluded to in Communist publica- 
tions as “‘political test for jobs.” 

Mr, Eyercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

(Document marked “Evergood Exhibit No. 3” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Evergood, I display to you now a photostatic 
reproduction of an article appearing in the Communist Daily Worker 
of New York, Wednesday, January 5, 1949, in which the author of 
the article in this Communist publication is Mr. Philip Evergood. 

Kindly look at that article and tell this committee whether or not 
you are the Philip Evergood who signed that article. 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 
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Mr. Arens. In the article which I just displayed to you appears 
the following language: 

* * * Little Captain * * * symbolizes the little group of fighting progressives 
so doomed by Mr. Corwin. The Little Captain amidst the crushing waters of 
Society radiates a jovial (though perhaps grim) optimism. He intends to fight on 
and conquer those waves. And his little cockle-shell of a boat remains very 
much afloat. If Corwin could learn a lesson from my Little Captain painting, 
he would become less overwhelmed with fears for the downfall of the present 
batch of progressive painters. 

Did you offer those words in the Communist publication? 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

(Document marked “Evergood Exhibit No. 4” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Were you a member of the Communist Party on the 
date of this article appearing in the Communist press? 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Evergood have you created paintings for the 
purpose of symbolizing, perpetuating, or advocating a position of the 
Communist Party of the United States? 

\ir. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever taught in the School of Jewish Studies 
in New York City? 

Mr. Everacoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. You know the School of Jewish Studies is a Communist 
enterprise in New York City, do you not? 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you now, if you please, sir, a thermofax 
reproduction of a portion of a catalog of the School of Jewish Studies 
for the Fall Term, 1947, listing a number of sponsors of that school, 
including Philip Evergood, Artist, and ask you to kindly examine the 
document which I now display to you and tell this committee whether 
or not you are the Philip Evergood who is listed there as one of the 
sponsors of that school. 

Mr. Evercoon. I refuse to anwer on the same grounds. 

(Document marked “Evergood Exhibit No. 5” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been connected with the Jefferson 
School of Social Science as an instructor? 

Mr. Everacoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you now a thermofax reproduction of an 
advertisement appearing in The Communist Daily Worker of Sep- 
tember 24, 1948, advertising the Fall Term, 1948 of the Art Work- 
shops of the Jefferson School of Social Science, listing the instructors, 
including Philip Evergood. 

Kindly look at that advertisement and tell this committee whether 
or not that is a true and correct designation of your status with refer- 
ence to the Jefferson School of Social Science at that time. 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. : ; 

(Document marked “Evergood Exhibit No. 6” and retained in 
committee files.) 

_Mr. Arrns. Were you a member of the Communist Party at the 
tiie your name was listed in that advertisement as an instructor? 

Mr. Everaoon. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Have you been a instructor of the Contemporary 
School of Art? 
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Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you now, if you please, sir, a photostatic 
reproduction of The Worker of September 28, 1947, containing an 
advertisement of The Contemporary School of Art, and listing the 
instructors of this institution, including Philip Evergood. 

Kindly look at this document and tell this committee while you are 
— oath whether or not you are the Philip Evergood who 1s listed 
there. 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

(Document marked “Evergood Exhibit No. 7” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been a contributing editor to Masses 
and Mainstream, a Communist publication? 

Mr. Evrercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arxns. I display to you, if you please, sir, a thermofax repro- 
duction of the masthead of Masses and Mainstream in which Philip 
Evergood is listed as a contributing editor of that Communist publi- 
cation. 

Kindly look at that document and tell this committee whether or 
not that listing is true and correct and was with your knowledge and 
consent. 

Mr. Evreraoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds, sir. 

(Document marked “Evergood Exhibit No. 8” and retained in 
committee files.) 

The CHarrmMan. Mr. Evergood, where were you born? 

Mr. Evreraoop. I was born in New York City, beyond Manhattan 
in 1901. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Evergood, according to the Communist Daily 
Workers, of April 25 and May 3, 1936—and I am going to display 
these columns to you in just a moment—you offered some of your 
paintings for sale and the proceeds went to the Sunnyside Artists’ 
Committee. 

Would you kindly look at these articles which I am now displaying 
to you, the photostatic reproductions of these two Daily Workers, and 
tell this committee whether or not you contributed your art work for 
sale, the proceeds of which were to go to the Sunnyside Artists’ 
Committee. 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

(Documents marked “Evergood Exhibit No. 9” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Was Sunnyside Artists’ Committee controlled lock, 
stock, and barrel by the Communist Party? 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you now a thermofax copy of the Com- 
munist publication New Masses, April 1, 1941, in which, according 
to the excerpts which we are now laying before you, there is an an- 
nouncement of an art auction and listing a number of artists who con- 
tributed their work to be auctioned off, including Philip Evergood. 

Kindly look at this document as I now display it to you and tell 
this committee whether or not that is a true and correct account of 
your participation in that enterprise. 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds, sir. 

(Document marked “Evergood Exhibit No. 10” and retained in 
committee files.) 
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Mr. Arens. Have you contributed your art work to an enterprise 
known as Art for China? 

Mr. Evercoop. | refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. To which China was it that you contributed your art 
work, Free China or Red China? 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you now, if you please, sir, a thermofax 
reproduction of a document from the China Aid Council in which, 
according to the document, a number of artists had participated in 
supplying their art work for this enterprise, “Art for China” Exhibition. 

Kindly look at this document and tell this committee while you 
are under oath if the facts recounted there are true and correct. 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

(Document marked ‘“Evergood Exhibit No. 11” and retained in 
committee files.) 

The CuHarrMAN. May I see it, Mr. Evergood? 

Mr. Evercoop. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. What is the date on it? I see. 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Evergood, I display, if you please, sir, a 
photostatiec reproduction of a page from the National Guardian of 
April 19, 1950, in which an advertisement appears about an art auction 
under the auspices of the National Guardian, a Communist publica- 
tion, and listing artists whose work is to be auctioned including the 
work of Philip 

Kindly look at that document and tell this committee whether or 
not that refreshes your recollection with reference to your contribution 
of art to the auction of the National Guardian. 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds, sir. 

(Document marked “Evergood Exhibit No. 12” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been connected in any capacity with 
the New York Council of the Arts, Sciences, and Professions? 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Argns. I display to you, if you please, sir, a thermofax repro- 
duction of an announcement by that organization of an art exhibition 
in whicb a number of art works are to be displayed, including the 
art work by yourself, entitled ““Dove of Peace” by Philip Evergood. 

Kindly look at this document and tell this committee whether or 
not you consciously and knowingly contributed your art work to that 
enterprise. 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

(Document marked ‘‘Evergood Exhibit No. 13” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Argns. I display to you now, if you please, sir, a copy of an 
article from the Daily Worker, of April 9, 1953, announcing the 
Second Art Show by the American Veterans for Peace. The neme of 
Philip Evergood is listed as one of the participants in that enterprise. 

Will you kindly tell this committee while you are under oath 
whether or not the facts recited in that document are true and correct. 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer, sir, on the same grounds. 

(Document marked ‘“Evergood Exhibit No. 14” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Argns. Have you ever contributed articles to Masses and 
Mainstream? 
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Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer, sir, on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you oow, if you please, sir, a thermofax 
reproduction of an article in Masses and Mainstream under date of 
August 1953, entitled “Charles White: Beauty and Strength,” by 
Philip Evergood. 

Would you kindly examine this article and tell this committee 
whether or not it refreshes your recollection with reference to your 
authorship of it in Masses and Mainstream. 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

(Document marked ‘‘Evergood Exhibit No. 15” and retained in 
committee files. ) 

Mr. Arens. Now, I display to you, if you please, sir, a photostatic 
reproduction of an advertisement appearing in the The Worker of 
December 21, 1947, in which there appears a combination offer made 
by The Worker of prints which are to be made available to people 
who buy subscriptions to The Worker, prints selected by three artists 
including Philip Evergood. 

Would you kindly look at that advertisement and tell this com- 
mittee whether or not you selected the prints offered by the Com- 
munist Worker to be rewards for people who subscribed to that 
newspaper. 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer, sir, on the same grounds. 

(Document marked ‘“Evergood Exhibit No. 16” and retained in 
committee files. ) 

Mr. Arrens. Have you ever been president of the Artists’ Union of 
New York? 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

The CuarrMan. Just a minute. What is the Artists’ Union? 

Mr. Arens. Please tell the committee what is the Artists’ Union of 
New York. 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Were you a member of the Communist Party when 
you were president of the Artists’ Union of New York? 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you now a photostatic reproduction of an 
article in the December 28, 1937, issue of New Masses, a Communist 
publication, containing a caricature of yourself under which appears 
the words “Philip Evergood, President of the Artists’ Union of N.Y.” 

Kindly look at the document which I now display to you and tell 
this committee whether or not that is a true and correct designation 
of yourself on that date. 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

(Document marked “Evergood Exhibit No. 17” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Are you, or have you ever been, a member of the 
Artists Equity Association? 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Evergood, I display to you an article from 
the Communist Daily Worker of April 22, 1947, which identifies vour- 
self as protesting the revocation of the charter of the Queens College 
chapter of American Youth for Democracy. 

Kindly look at that document and tell this committee whether or 
not your recollection is refreshed and you can remember protesting 
the revocation of the charter of the Queens College chapter of the 
American Youth for Democracy. 
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Mr. Evercoop. | refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

(Document marked ‘‘Evergood Exhibit No. 18” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Were you a member of the Communist Party at the 
time that you protested the revocation of the chapter of American 
Youth for Democracy? 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds, sir. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you, sir, a copy of an advertisement 
appearing in the Communist Daily Worker of April 29, 1948, and 
containing the names of several persons as sponsors of a rally entitled 
“Culture Against the Warmakers” in which your name appears as 
one of the sponsors. 

Kindly look at this document and tell this committee whether or 
not sponsored the enterprise known as “Culture Against the 
Warmakers.”’ 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer, sir, on the same grounds. 

(Document marked “Evergood Exhibit No. 19’’ and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arpns. Could culture be used as a weapon in obtaining political 
objectives? 

Mr. Everacoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

The CuHarrMAn. May I see that? 

Mr. Everaoop. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arpns. Mr. Evergood, have you ever sponsored the Com- 
munist Party May Day celebrations? 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer, sir, on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. I lay before you now, if you please, sir, several thermo- 
fax reproductions of news articles showing yourself as a sponsor of 
Communist Party May Day celebrations for the years 1947 and 1948. 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer, sir, on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Do you know or have you known Gerhart Eisler? 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer, sir, on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. What, if anything, have you ever done on behalf o 
Gerhart Eisler? 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

\ir. Arens. Have you loaned your name as an artist on behalf of 
Mr. Gerhart Eisler? 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Did you protest the exposure of Gerhart Eisler as a 
Soviet agent in the Communist Daily Worker of February 28, 1947, 
a copy of which I now hand to you? 

\ir. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

(Document marked ‘“Evergood Exhibit No. 20” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been a sponsor of the Committee for 
Free Political Advocacy? 

\lr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. I lay before you now, if you please, sir, a thermofax 
reproduction of an advertisement from the New Republic of March 28, 
1949, issued by The Committee for Free Political Advocacy, and ask 
you if you are the Philip Evergood listed as a sponsor of that enter- 
prise. 

Mr. Everaoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

(Document marked ‘Evergood Exhibit No. 21” and retained in 
committee files.) 
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Mr. Arens. I show you a copy of an article appearing in the Com- 
munist Daily Worker of October 25, 1949, in which, according to the 
article, a number of notables ask McGrath, then Attorney General of 
the United States, to arrange for reasonable bail for the 11 Communist 
Party leaders who were convicted in Foley Square. Among the 
notables so listed is Philip Evergood. 

Did you consciously lend your name to that enterprise? 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer, sir, on the same grounds. 

(Document marked ‘Evergood Exhibit No. 22” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Now, Mr. Evergood, I display to you, if you please, 
sir, a copy of an article from the Communist Daily Worker, December 
10, 1952, listing Philip Evergood as one of a number of persons re- 
questing President Truman to give amnesty to the jailed Communists. 

Would you kindly look at that article and tell this committee 
whether or not you consciously loaned your name to that enterprise, 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds, 

(Document marked ‘‘Evergood Exhibit No. 23” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. I display to you now a copy of an article from the 
Communist Daily Worker of September 19, 1955, listing Philip 
Evergood, among others, as urging the severance of Marion Bachrach 
from prosecution under the Smith Act, as a Communist. 

Kindly tell this committee whether or not you consciously loaned 
your name to that enterprise. 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer under the same grounds. 

(Document marked ‘‘Evergood Exhibit No. 24” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Did you know Marion Bachrach? 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer under the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Were you a member of the Communist Party at 
that time? 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you, if you please, sir, a handbill announc- 
ing a theater rally to secure clemency for the Rosenbergs in which your 
name appears as one of the sponsors of that enterprise. 

Kindly look at that document and tell us whether or not that 
refreshes your recollection with reference to participation in that 
enterprise. 

Mr. Everaoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

(Document marked ‘‘Evergood Exhibit No. 25” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Did you know Simon W. Gerson as a member of the 
Communist Party? 

Mr. Evercoon. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you, if you please, sir, a photostatic copy 
of a letterhead of the ‘‘Citizens Committee for the Election of Simon 
W. Gerson,”’ October 5, 1948, listing a number of persons as members 
of the provisional committee of this organization, and who are urging 
the election of Simon W. Gerson in New York City—Simon W. Ger- 
son, having, of course, been repeatedly identified as a member of the 
Communist Party. Kindly look at that letterhead and tell this com- 
mittee whether or not you knowingly assented to having your name 
used as a promoter of that enterprise. 
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Mr. Evrercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

(Document marked ‘“Evergood Exhibit No. 26” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Now, I display to you, if you please, sir, a thermofax 
reproduction of an article appearing in the Communist Daily Worker 
of July 8, 1953, which sets forth the names of several notables, includ- 
ing Philip Evergood, who assailed the Justice Department’s move to 
have the American Committee for Protection of Foreign Born register 
with the Subversive Activities Control Board as a Communist front 
organization. 

I ask you now, sir, while you are under oath, whether or not you 
have recollection of loaning your name and prestige as an artist to 
that enterprise. 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer, sir, on the same grounds. 

(Document marked “Evergood Exhibit No. 27” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Now, I display to you, if you please, sir, a thermofax 
reproduction of an article appearing in PM magazine, under date of 
May 3, 1948, stating that the Literary Gazette, published in Moscow, 
printed an open letter from 32 American writers, painters, and com- 
posers to the effect that the Americans are squarely on the side of 
the Soviet Union in opposition to the then-current United States 
leadership and policies. 

Kindly look at that article and tell this committee while you are 
under oath whether or not you consciously, knowingly loaned your 
name as an American artist to that enterprise. 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

(Document marked “Evergood Exhibit No. 28” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Thereafter, Mr. Evergood, the New York Times of 
May 24, 1948, contained a letter to the editor which was a defense 
by the 32 writers, painters, and composers for their open letter 
which appeared in the Moscow Literary Gazette. In that document, 
as part of the explanation of this group appears the following: 

Far from aligning ourselves against America, we spoke against a policy 
which by-passes the United Nations, supports Greek Fascists as well as Chinese 
and Arab feudal lords, and draws our country toward war. We are deeply 
concerned about the campaign to suppress freedom of thought and expression, 
and we assert that the real threat to American democracy arises from such 
measures as the Mundt Bill and from its sponsors. 

Kindly look at this document and tell this committee while you 
are under oath whether or not you knowingly and consciously loaned 
your name as an American artist to that enterprise. 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

(Document marked ‘Evergood Exhibit No. 29” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Now, I display to you, sir, a photostatic copy of a 
document entitled “American People’s Meeting,” to be held in New 
York City, April 5, 1941, for the purpose of organizing a peace march 
on Washington. A number of people are listed here as sponsors of 
the American Peace Mobilization including Philip Evergood. 

Kindly look at this document which I now display to you and tell 
this committee while you are under oath whether or not you knowingly 
and consciously, as an American artist, loaned your name to that 
enterprise. 
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Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

(Document marked “Evergood Exhibit No. 30” and retained jy 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. The time of that enterprise which I have just called to 
your attention in this document was at the time of the Hitler-Stalin 
Pact. Is that not correct? 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same ground, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Evergood, I display to you a photostatic repro- 
duction of a program of the Cultural and Scientific Conference for 
World Peace to be held at the Waldorf-Astoria Hotel in New York, 
in 1949. A number of persons issued this call to action and are 
sponsors of this enterprise, according to this document, including 
Philip Evergood. 

Kindly look at this document and tell this committee whether or 
not you have a recollection of loaning your name and prestige to that 
enterprise. 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer, sir, on the same grounds. 

(Document marked “Evergood Exhibit No. 31,” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. According to the New York Times article of March 
28, 1949, the original of which I now display to you, Philip Evergood, 
an American painter and first speaker of the morning panel, casti- 
gated the State Department for canceling an exhibition of American 
art to be shown in Europe and South America last year on the ground 
it contained un-American themes, and the like. 

Would you kindly tell this committee whether or not this is a true 
and correct account in the New York Times of your address in which 
you castigated the State Department for canceling this art exhibition 
that was to be displayed in the South American countries. 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same ground. 

(Document marked ‘“Evergood Exhibit No. 32,” and retained in 
committee files.) 

The CHarrman. When was this? 

Mr. Evercoop. March 28, 1949, it says. 

Mr. Arens. To your certain knowledge, did the State Department 
cancel an exhibition of art which was to be circulated in South 
America? 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer, sir, on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Was your art work to be displayed then? 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. At the time when you made this speech castigating 
the State Department for canceling this art exhibition to be displayed 
in South America, were you then a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer, sir, on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you, if you please, sir, a thermofax repro- 
duction of Greetings from American Sponsors to the World Congress 
for Peace to be held in Paris in April of 1949 in which a number of 
nee, including Philip Evergood, are sponsors. 

indly look at this exhibit and tell this committee, while you are 
under oath, whether or not that refreshes your recollection with 
reference to that enterprise. 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds, sir. 

(Document marked ‘‘Evergood Exhibit No. 33,” and retained in 
committee files. ) 
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Mr. Arens. That particular conference was the conference at which 
Paul Robeson was one of the leading participants and at which he 
said the Negroes would not fight against the Soviet Union in the 
event of war; isn’t that correct? 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer, sir, on the same grounds. 

Mr. Argens. Did you attend the conference in Paris? 

Mr. Evercoop. | refuse to answer, sir, on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever applied for a United States passport? 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer, sir, on the same ground. 

Mr. Arens. Have you ever been abroad? 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds, sir. 

The CHarrMaNn. I direct you to answer that question, Mr Ever- 
good. Have you ever been abroad? 

Mr. Evercoop. Yes. 

Mr. Arens. When? 

Mr. Evercoop. I have been abroad several times. I went to 
school in England. I studied at the Slade School in London. 

Mr. Arens. When were you last abroad? 

Mr. Evercoop. In 1931. 

Mr. Arens. What was the occasion for your trip? 

Mr. Evercoop. Excuse me, I may have made a mistake. It may 
have been 1930. 

The CHarrMAN. That is all right. 

Mr. Arens. What was the occasion for your trip abroad in 1930? 

Mr. Evercoop. To study. 

Mr. Arens. Were you then a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Arens. I display to you, sir, a thermofax reproduction of a 
Call to the American Continental Congress for Peace held in Mexico 
City in September 1949. A number of persons issued this call, 
including Philip Evergood. 

Kindly look at that document and tell this committee, while you 
are under oath, whether or not it is a true and correct account of 
your participation in that enterprise. 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds. 

(Document marked “Evergood Exhibit No. 34,” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Now, I display to you, sir, a thermofax reproduction 
of an article appearing Aug. 7, 1950, in the Communist Daily Worker 
in which, according to the article, a number of notables urge a course 
of action by the United States and U.S.S.R. on the Korean war. 
Among these notables listed here is Philip Evergood urging this 
particular course of action. 

Kindly look at that document and tell this committee whether or 
not it is a true and correct account of your participation in that enter- 
prise. 

Mr. Everaoop. I refuse to answer, sir, on the same grounds. 

(Document marked ‘‘Evergood Exhibit No. 35,” and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Now, I show you a photostatic reproduction of a state- 
ment, on the letterhead of the National Council of the Arts, Sciences, 
and Professions, to the Members of the 81st Congress on the Com- 
mittee on Un-American Activities, attacking the Committee on 
Un-American Activities. 
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Among those listed on the letterhead as members-at-large of this 
organization is Philip Evergood. 

Kindly look at this document and tell this committee whether or 
not that is a true and correct listing of yourself and your status with 
that organization. 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds, sir. 

(Document marked “Evergood Exhibit No. 36,’”’ and retained in 
committee files.) 

Mr. Arens. Are you now a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Evercoop. I refuse to answer on the same grounds, sir. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully suggest that will conclude 
the staff interrogation of this witness. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Evergood, do you know the members of the 
jury who selected the works of art that were to be sent abroad? 

Mr. Evercoop. Not all of them, sir. I know in the course of my 
being an artist one runs into them, one meets them, but one is not 
good friends of them particularly. For instance, I have met Mr. 
Lloyd Goodrich, because Mrs. Fost and the presiding heads of the 
Whitney Museum, before he became director, used to invite my work 
there and I met him in a more or less casual way on several occasions. 

The sculpture member, Mr. Roszak, I met at the openings of the 
Whitney Museum and had been introduced to him, but nothing more. 
I forget who else were on that committee. 

Mr. McNamara. Mr. Watkins. 

Mr. Evercoop. Mr. Watkins I have also met. 

Mr. WirtTenserc. I do not want you to answer these questions. 
Find out who is asking the questions. 

her Cuarrman. He is answering the question that the chairman 
asked. 

Mr. Wirtrenserc. I know that, sir, but I just did not know who 
volunteered that question. 

The Cuarrman. We will not ask any more questions. 

Any questions, Mr. Moulder? 

Mr. Moutper. No. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Johansen? 

Mr. Jonansen. No. 

The Cuarrman. All right, proceed Mr. Arens. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, that was all the questions we had to 
ask of this witness. 

I would respectfully request that there be an order in this record 
excusing from appearance Minna R. Harkavy who is under subpena. 
A doctor’s certificate has been submitted in this case indicating, be- 
cause of her physical condition, she could not possibly come here. 

That will be all. 

Mr. Moutper. Mr. Chairman, I do have a question. 

One of your paintings which bears the title of “Street Corner” was 
selected by the jury referred to in your testimony for exhibition at the 
showing at the American National Exhibition in Moscow this sum- 
mer. 

Mr. Evercoop. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Moutper. That is all. 

The CuarRMaNn. Where is that street corner? 

Mr. Evercoop. Where is it now, sir? 

The CuarrMan. No. What street corner is it? 
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Mr. Evercoop. It was a street corner in Harlem that I happened 
to see, a group of people walking around and a girl on roller skates 
and a little barber shop with a hole cut in. 

The CuarrMan. I know what is in the picture, I just wondered 
where the street corner was. 

Mr. Evercoop. No particular street corner. 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Evergood, have you knowingly and consciously 
used your art for the purpose of furthering the objectives of the 
Communist Party of the United States? 

Mr. Evrercoop. I refuse to answer, sir. 

Mr. JoHANSEN. Mr. Chairman, may I make the same request that 
was made by my colleague on the previous witness that these docu- 
ments be introduced into evidence? 

The CHarrMAN. Yes. They will'be introduced in evidence and 
appropriately marked and retained in the files of the committee. 

All right, gentlemen, you are excused. 

The CHAarRMAN. Have we anything else? 

Mr. Arens. Nothing more today. Perhaps the committee would 
want to deliberate here for a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

(Whereupon, at 3:25 p.m., Wednesday, July 1, 1959, the com- 
mittee proceeded to other business.) 
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